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ABSTRACT
T h is  s tu d y  e x p l o r e s  A l f r e d  N o r th  W h i te h e a d 's  r e l e v a n c e  f o r  
p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h y  by a t t e m p t i n g  t o  l o c a t e  h i s  w ork  w i t h i n  t h e  t r a ­
d i t i o n  o f  " c l a s s i c a l  p o l i t i c a l  p h i l o s o p h y . "  C l a s s i c a l  p o l i t i c a l  p h i ­
l o so p h y  i s  u n d e r s to o d  t o  I n v o lv e  a  d e te r m in e d  q u e s t  f o r  " v i s i o n "  i n  
a l l  m a t t e r s ,  i n c l u d i n g  p o l i t c s .  The q u e s t  i s  c o n s t i t u t e d  by s e v e r a l  
i n t e r l o c k i n g  i n q u i r i e s  w h ich  a r e  s c h e m a t i c a l l y  r e p r e s e n t e d  a s
1) The q u e s t  f o r  c o m p re h e n s iv e n e s s :  s p e c u l a t i o n
2) The q u e s t  f o r  God: t h e o lo g y
3) The q u e s t  f o r  w h o le n e s s :  e t h i c s
4) The q u e s t  f o r  man: p h i l o s o p h i c a l  a n th r o p o lo g y
Each o f  t h e s e  i n q u i r i e s  i s  em bodied i n  t h e  key  w orks o f  c l a s s i c a l  
p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h y  su c h  a s  P l a t o ' s  R e p u b l ic  and A r i s t o t l e ' s  
Nicomachean E t h i c s , an d  t h e  I n q u i r i e s  c o a l e s c e  t o  fo rm  an  a r c h i t e c ­
t o n i c  mode o f  i n t e r r o g a t i o n .
The s c h e m a t ic  r e p r e s e n t a t i o n  o f  c l a s s i c a l  p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h y  i s  
e x p la i n e d  and i l l u s t r a t e d .  The scheme i s  a p p l i e d  t o  W h i te h e a d 's  
w r i t i n g s  by  e x p l o r i n g  t h e  e le m e n ts  o f  s p e c u l a t i o n ,  t h e o l o g y ,  e t h i c s  and 
p h i l o s o p h i c a l  a n th r o p o lo g y  i n  them . A d d i t i o n a l l y ,  a n  a t t e m p t  i s  made 
t o  map o u t  a  ro u g h ly  W h ite h e a d ia n  p o s i t i o n  on some c o n te m p o ra ry  and 
p e r e n n i a l  i s s u e s  i n  p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h y .  T h is  d i s c u s s i o n  i n c l u d e s  t h e  





Wisdom i s  t h e  f a c u l t y  w hich commands a l l  th e  d i s c i p l i n e s  by 
w hich  we a c q u i r e  a l l  t h e  s c i e n c e s  and a r t s  t h a t  make up  h u m a n i ty .
G i a m b a t t i s t a  V ico
P h i lo s o p h y  i s  c o n c e rn e d  w i th  e l u c i d a t i n g  and com paring  th e  
ways in  w h ich  th e  w o r ld  i s  made i n t e l l i g i b l e  i n  d i f f e r e n t  
i n t e l l e c t u a l  d i s c i p l i n e s ;  and how t h i s  l e a d s  on to  th e  e l u c i d a t i o n  
and c o m p a r iso n  o f  d i f f e r e n t  fo rm s o f  l i f e .
P e t e r  Winch
W h i t e h e a d 's  R e le v an c e  to  P o l i t i c a l  
P h i lo s o p h y
A l f r e d  N o r th  W hitehead  i s  w id e ly  r e g a r d e d  as  one o f  th e  l e a d in g  
p h i l o s o p h e r s  o f  th e  t w e n t i e t h  c e n t u r y .  He e n d e a v o re d  to  d e v e lo p  an " in  
t e r p r e t i v e  scheme" c a p a b le  o f  a p p l i c a t i o n  to  a l l  e le m e n ts  o f  e x p e r i e n c e  
b u t  h i s  im p o r ta n c e  f o r  p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h y  i s  n o t  a l t o g e t h e r  c l e a r .  
John  W. D an fo rd ,  in  a f o o t n o t e  t o  h i s  s tu d y  o f  W i t t g e n s t e i n ' s  r e l a t i o n ­
s h i p  to  p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h y ,  makes an  o b s e r v a t i o n  w hich i d e n t i f i e s  th e  
i s s u e  t o  w hich t h e  p r e s e n t  s tu d y  i s  a d d r e s s e d .  D anford  i n c l u d e s  W hite ­
head  among " th e  m ajo r  t w e n t i e t h  c e n t u r y  p h i l o s o p h e r s  . . . who w ro te  
a lm o s t  n o th in g  d i r e c t l y  a b o u t  p o l i t i c s . " *  W hitehead  d id  w r i t e  a number
*John W. D a n fo rd ,  W i t t g e n s t e i n  and P o l i t i c a l  P h i lo s o p h y  (C hicago  
The U n i v e r s i t y  o f  C h icago  P r e s s ,  1 9 7 8 ) ,  p .  240, n .
1
2
o f  e s s a y s  on  p o l i t i c a l  i s s u e s ,  and A d v e n tu re s  o f  Id e a s  c o n t a i n s  some
i m p o r ta n t  c o n t r i b u t i o n s  to  s o c i a l  and p o l i t i c a l  t h e o r y .  N o n e th e le s s ,
D a n f o r d 's  comment i s  s u b s t a n t i a l l y  c o r r e c t .  G e n e r a l l y ,  W h i te h e a d 's  e s s a y s
on p o l i t i c s  a re  n e i t h e r  s t r i k i n g l y  p ro fo u n d  and o r i g i n a l  n o r  p a r t i c u l a r l y
w e l l  i n t e g r a t e d  i n t o  h i s  c o m p re h en s iv e  p h i l o s o p h i c a l  s p e c u l a t i o n s ;  t h e r e -
3
f o r e ,  h i s  r e l e v a n c e  to p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h y  i s  n o t  im m e d ia te ly  a p p a r e n t .
The q u e s t i o n  which t h i s  s t u d y  a d d r e s s e s  i s  s im p le  t o  s t a t e  and 
d i f f i c u l t  t o  a n sw e r :  Why s h o u ld  a s t u d e n t  o f  p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h y  s u b j e c t
h i m s e l f  to  th e  a rd u o u s  t a s k  of d e c ip h e r i n g  W h i te h e a d 's  e l a b o r a t e  p h i l o s o ­
p h i c a l  scheme? The r e s e a r c h  f o r  t h e  s tu d y  began  w i th  a r a t h e r  vague
2
The r e l e v a n t  s e c t i o n s  o f  A1 a re  d i s c u s s e d  i n  C h a p te r  V I. Most o f  
W h i te h e a d 's  e s s a y s  on  s o c i a l  and  p o l i t i c a l  i s s u e s  a r e  c o n ta i n e d  i n  AESF. 
(A l l  c i t a t i o n s  o f  p r im a ry  s o u r c e s  u s e  a b b r e v i a t i o n s  w hich  a r e  l i s t e d  on 
p . 189 F o r  a  good o v e rv ie w  o f  t h e  e s s a y s  s e e  A. H. J o h n s o n ,  W h i te h e a d ' s 
P h i lo s o p h y  o f  C i v i l i z a t i o n  (T o ro n to :  The U n i v e r s i t y  o f  W este rn  O n ta r io
P r e s s ,  1958; Dover, 1962).
3
The l i t e r a t u r e  d e a l i n g  w i th  th e  p o l i t i c a l  a p p l i c a t i o n s  o f  W hite ­
h e a d ' s  p h i lo s o p h y  i s  n o t  e x t e n s i v e .  So f a r  as I  know, Samuel Beer 
i s  th e  o n ly  p r o f e s s i o n a l  p o l i t i c a l  s c i e n t i s t  to  have w r i t t e n  a book 
on W h i te h e a d .  See Samuel B e e r ,  The C i t y  o f  Reason (C am bridge , M assachu­
s e t t s :  H a rv a rd  U n i v e r s i t y  P r e s s ,  1 9 4 9 ) ;  D elw in  Brown, "Hope f o r  th e
Human F u t u r e :  N e ib u h r ,  W hitehead  an d  U to p ia n  E x p e c t a t i o n , "  I l i f f
R ev iew , 32, 1975, 3 -1 8 ;  David L .  H a l l ,  The C i v i l i z a t i o n  o f  E x p e r ie n c e :
A W h ite h e a d ia n  T h e o ry  o f  C u l t u r e  (New Y ork: Fordham U n i v e r s i t y  P r e s s ,
1 9 7 3 ) ;  R o b e r t  W. H o f f e r t ,  "A P o l i t i c a l  V i s io n  f o r  t h e  O rg an ic  M odel,"  
P r o c e s s  S t u d i e s , 5, F a l l  1975, 175 -86 ;  A. H. J o h n s o n ,  "A P h i l o s o p h i c a l  
F o u n d a t io n  f o r  D em ocracy ,"  E t h i c s , 68 ,  1958, 281 -85 ;  A. H. Jo h n so n ,
"The S o c i a l  P h i lo s o p h y  o f  A l f r e d  N orth  W h i te h e a d ,"  J o u r n a l  o f  P h i lo s o p h y , 
4 0 ,  1943, 4 7 -5 5 ;  J o h n s o n ,  W h i t e h e a d 's  P h i lo s o p h y  o f  C i v i l i z a t i o n ; F r a n c i s c o  
M alecek , An A p p l i c a t i o n  of A l f r e d  N o r th  W h i te h e a d 's  P r i n c i p l e s  o f  
M e ta p h y s ic s  a s  a  P o s s i b l e  T h eo ry  o f  C i v i l  S o c i e t y  (Rome: P o n t i f i c a  U n i-
v e r s i t a s ,  G r e g o r i a n a ,  1 9 6 6 ) ;  W i l l i a m  O l i v e r  M a r t in ,  " W h i te h e a d 's  
P h i lo s o p h y  a s  t h e  I d e o lo g y  o f  C onsensus  T h e o ry ,"  E d u c a t io n a l  T h e o ry ,
8 ,  1958, 1 - 7 ,  6 4 .
3
i n t u i t i o n  o f  W h i t e h e a d 's  im p o r ta n c e  f o r  p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h y ,  b u t  th e  
b a s i s  f o r  recommending h i s  work rem a in e d  c lo u d e d  f o r  some t im e .  Even­
t u a l l y ,  I  c o n c lu d e d  t h a t  h i s  r e l e v a n c e  d e r i v e d  from  h i s  e f f o r t  t o  p r e ­
s e r v e  and e x te n d  t h e  t r a d i t i o n a l  c o n t e x t  w i t h i n  w h ich  p o l i t i c a l  p h i l o s o ­
phy o r i g i n a l l y  a p p e a r e d .  The t r a d i t i o n  i n  w hich h i s  e f f o r t  f a l l s  i s  t h a t  
o f  " c l a s s i c a l  p o l i t i c a l  p h i l o s o p h y " —h e r e  u n d e r s to o d  a s  a  c o n t i n u in g  
q u e s t  f o r  " v i s i o n "  i n  a l l  m a t t e r s ,  i n c l u d i n g  p o l i t i c s .  T hus , n o t w i t h ­
s t a n d i n g  th e  " a - p o l i t i c a l "  c h a r a c t e r  o f  W h i t e h e a d 's  p h i l o s o p h i c a l  w r i t ­
i n g s ,  h i s  work h a s  s i g n i f i c a n t  b e a r i n g  upon many o f  t h e  c e n t r a l  c o n c e rn s  
o f  p o l i t i c a l  t h e o r y ,  and h i s  i n t e r p r e t i v e  scheme p r o v id e s  a  m e a n in g fu l  
and im p o r ta n t  s e t t i n g  f o r  t h o s e  c o n c e r n s .
The c e n t r a l  p u rp o se  o f  t h i s  e s s a y  i s  t o  e x p l a i n  and docum ent th e  
r e a s o n s ,  j u s t  a d u m b ra te d ,  f o r  commending a  s tu d y  o f  W h i t e h e a d 's  w r i t i n g s  
t o  p o l i t i c a l  p h i l o s o p h e r s .  The s tu d y  a l s o  s e r v e s  as  an i n t r o d u c t o r y  expo­
s i t i o n  and i n t e r p r e t i v e  a n a l y s i s  o f  W h i t e h e a d 's  work f o r  p o l i t i c a l  t h e o r ­
i s t s  .
S t r u c t u r e  o f  th e  S tudy
C h a p te r  I I  e n d e a v o r s  to  i d e n t i f y  t h e  t r a d i t i o n  w hich W hitehead  
s e e k s  t o  p r e s e r v e  and e x te n d — c l a s s i c a l  p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h y .  The c h a p ­
t e r  b e g in s  by c o n s i d e r i n g  th e  g e n e r i c  n a t u r e  o f  p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h y  san s  
th e  d i f f e r e n t i a t i n g  a d j e c t i v e  " c l a s s i c a l . "  T h is  i s  a c c o m p lis h e d  v i a  
an  a n a l y s i s  o f  an im p o r t a n t  work i n  p o l i t i c a l  t h e o r y ,  Sheldon  W o lin ’ s 
P l i t i c s  and V i s i o n . W o l i n ' s  book a l s o  s e r v e s  to  i n t r o d u c e  th e  c e n t r a l  
theme o f  " v i s i o n "  w i t h  w hich th e  p r e s e n t  s tu d y  i s  c o n c e r n e d .  An a n a l y s i s  
o f  W o l i n 's  s t r e s s  on " c o n t i n u i t y "  in  t h e  " w e s te r n  t r a d i t i o n "  o f  p o l i t i c a l  
th o u g h t  l e a d s  t o  t h e  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  th e  " c l a s s i c a l "  t r a d i t i o n  a s  a 
d i s t i n c t i v e  mode o f  i n q u i r y .  The c h a p t e r  c o n c lu d e s  w i th  a s c h e m a tic
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p r e s e n t a t i o n  o f  my c o n c e p t io n  o f  c l a s s i c a l  p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo so p h y  a s :
1) The q u e s t  f o r  c o m p re h en s iv e n ess— s p e c u l a t i o n
2) The q u e s t  f o r  God—-th e o lo g y
3) The q u e s t  f o r  w h o le n e ss— e t h i c s
4 )  The q u e s t  f o r  man— p h i l o s o p h i c a l  a n th ro p o lo g y
T h is  schema p r o v id e s  a b a s i c  c o n te x t  f o r  a d i s c u s s i o n  o f  W hitehead and i s  
a p p l i e d  to  W h ite h e a d 's  w r i t i n g s  in  c h a p te r s  I I I - V .
C h a p te rs  111 and IV a t t e m p t  to  show how W hitehead p a r t i c i p a t e s  in  
th e  c l a s s i c a l  s e a rc h  f o r  com prehensive  u n d e r s t a n d in g  th rough  s p e c u l a t i v e  
i n q u i r y .  C hap te r  I I I  c o n s id e r s  W h ite h e a d 's  c o n c e p t io n  o f  p h i lo so p h y  
w h i le  C h ap te r  IV d i s c u s s e s  th e  cosmology t h a t  r e s u l t e d  from t h a t  concep­
t i o n .
C hap te r  V c o n s id e r s  th e  r o l e  o f  th e o lo g y ,  e t h i c s  and p h i lo s o p h i c a l  
a n th ro p o lo g y  in  W h ite h e a d 's  t h o u g h t .  T h is  c h a p te r  i s  l a r g e l y  i n t e r p r e t i v e  
i n s o f a r  a s  W hitehead n e v e r  w ro te  s y s te m a t ic  t r e a t i s e s  on the  t o p i c s  men­
t i o n e d .  His "v iew s"  on th e s e  s u b j e c t s  had to  be p ie c e d  t o g e t h e r  from 
s c a t t e r e d  r e f e r e n c e s  and a b s t r a c t e d  f o r  th e  s y s te m a t ic  c o n te x t  in  which 
they  o c c u r .
C hap te r  VI rounds o u t  th e  a n a l y s i s  o f  W h ite h e a d 's  r e l e v a n c e  fo r  
p o l i t i c a l  th e o ry  by d i s c u s s in g  some a p p l i c a t i o n s  and e x te n s io n s  o f  h i s  
th o u g h t  to  p e r e n n i a l  and con tem pora ry  i s s u e s  in  p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h y .
L i m i t a t i o n s  and D i f f i c u l t i e s
The b a s ic  l i m i t a t i o n  o f  t h e  s tu d y  in v o lv e s  one o f  i t s  c e n t r a l  
t h e o r e t i c a l  u n i t s — " c l a s s i c a l  p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h y ."  To e s t a b l i s h  the  
" n a t u r e "  o f  t h i s  u n i t ,  abou t  which t h e r e  i s  c o n s id e r a b l e  c o n t r o v e r s y ,  
would r e q u i r e  n o th in g  l e s s  th a n  a tome b u t t r e s s e d  by a w e ig h ty  a p p a ra tu s  
o f  s c h o l a r l y  c i t a t i o n .  A l l  t h a t  can be c la im ed  in  th e  p r e s e n t  s tu d y  i s
t h a t  th e  t h e o r e t i c a l  u n i t  (and the  sch em a tic  r e p r e s e n t a t i o n  o f  i t )  con­
s t i t u t e s  one d e f e n s i b l e  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  an e x t r a o r d i n a r i l y  complex 
body o f  l i t e r a t u r e .  The schem atic  summary p r o v id e s  no more than  an 
a n g le  o f  v i s i o n  on th e  c l a s s i c a l  p o s i t i o n  and a f r u i t f u l  way o f  o r g a n iz ­
ing  and p r e s e n t in g  th e  m a t e r i a l  on W hitehead . The a u th o r s  to  whom my 
i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  i s  most in d e b te d ,  such as J o s e f  P i e p e r ,  Leo S t r a u s s  and 
E r ic  V o e g e l in ,  a r e  c i t e d  and d i s c u s s e d  in  C h a p te r  11.
A no ther  way o f  v iew ing  the  t h e o r e t i c a l  u n i t  i s  t o  c o n s id e r  i t  in  
l i g h t  o f  W h ite h e a d 's  c o n c e p t io n  o f  h i s  m is s io n  as  a p h i lo s o p h e r .  As 
C h ap te r  I I I  i n d i c a t e s ,  h i s  u n d e rs ta n d in g  o f  th e  Greeks ( P l a t o  and 
A r i s t o t l e )  conforms w e l l  to  th e  model in t ro d u c e d  in  C hap te r  I I .  W hitehead 
c o n s c io u s ly  sough t  to  p r e s e r v e  a t r a d i t i o n  which he th o u g h t  had been sub­
merged in  th e  modern e r a .  Thus, he though t  i t  im p e r a t iv e  to  r e v e r t  to  
" p re - K a n t i a n  modes o f  th o u g h t"  in  o r d e r  to  r e s t o r e  p h i lo s o p h y  to  i t s  
r i g h t f u l  p l a c e  (PR, pp . x i - x i i ) .  Viewed from t h i s  p e r s p e c t i v e ,  W h ite h ea d 's  
r e l e v a n c e  f o r  p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h y  i s  e s t a b l i s h e d  w ith  r e f e r e n c e  to  h i s  
c o n c e p t io n  o f  th e  aims o f  c l a s s i c a l  p h i l o s o p h i c a l  i n q u i r y .  Whether or 
n o t  th o se  aims a r e  i d i o s y n c r a t i c  c o u ld  rem ain  in  d o u b t ,  however. A b i t  
o f  r e a s s u r a n c e  on t h i s  s c o re  i s  p ro v id e d  by B e r t r a n d  R u s s e l l  who a t t e s t s  
to  W h ite h e a d 's  rem a rk a b le  g r a s p  of th e  h i s t o r y  o f  p h i lo s o p h y .^
A side from th e  q u e s t io n  o f  t h e o r e t i c a l  u n i t s ,  W h ite h e a d 's  w r i t ­
in g s  (and w r i t i n g s  on W hitehead) pose  b a s ic  d i f f i c u l t i e s  t h a t  need to  be 
n o te d  from th e  o u t s e t .  W hitehead i s  a v e ry  d i f f i c u l t  w r i t e r ,  and the  
e f f o r t  to  w r e s t  th e  je w e ls  from h i s  crown i s  an e p ic  s t r u g g l e .  Th is  i s
A
B e r t r a n d  R u s s e l l ,  P o r t r a i t s  from Memory (New York: Simon and
S c h u s te r ,  1956), p. 101.
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t r u e  p r i m a r i l y  be c au se  o f  the  i n c r e d i b l e  co m p lex ity  o f  h i s  cosmology. 
C om plexity  p r o v id e s  no b a r  t o  recommending h i s  work, however. We need 
o n ly  r e c a l l  S p in o z a 's  famous c o n c lu s io n  to  th e  E t h i c s  to  d i s m is s  t h i s  con­
s i d e r a t i o n  a s  an o b j e c t i o n :  " A l l  n o b le  t h in g s  a r e  a s  d i f f i c u l t  a s  th e y  a re
r a r e . " ^  N e v e r th e le s s ,  a p o s s i b l e  o b j e c t io n  c o u ld  r e s t  w i th  th e  type  o f  
language W hitehead u s e s  in  c o n s t r u c t i n g  h i s  cosmology. W hitehead employs 
a t e c h n i c a l  v o c a b u la ry  t h a t  i s  f o r b i d d in g ,  to  say  th e  l e a s t .  Kenneth
M e r r i l l  somewhat h a r s h l y  ju d g e s  t h a t  W h ite h e a d 's  p h i lo so p h y  " b r i s t l e s  w i th
£
ja rg o n  and, more t r e a c h e r o u s l y ,  w i th  p e c u l i a r  u se s  o f  o r d in a r y  w o rd s ."
In any e v e n t ,  W h ite h e a d 's  te rm in o lo g y  i n s u r e s  t h a t  h i s  works and works 
on him w i l l  be d i f f i c u l t  to  r e a d .
The p rob lem  o f  t e c h n i c a l  te rm in o lo g y  i s  r e a l  enough, b u t  n o t  
in su rm o u n ta b le .  B a s i c a l l y ,  what i s  r e q u i r e d  i s  a c c l i m a t i z a t i o n ;  the  more 
one re a d s  W hitehead and works on W hitehead , th e  e a s i e r  he i s  to  u n d e r s t a n d .  
F u r th e rm o re ,  th e  r e a d e r  i s  a id e d  by th e  e x i s t e n c e  o f  an e x c e l l e n t  g l o s s a r y  
of W hitehead ian  term s com piled  by Donald S h e rb u rn e .^  There i s  a tem p ta ­
t i o n  f o r  a comm entator t o  a t t e m p t  to  t r a n s l a t e  W h ite h e a d 's  te rm s i n t o  
o r d in a r y  lan g u a g e .  T h is  would be a m is ta k e .  W hitehead has  good re a s o n s  
f o r  g e n e r a t i n g  h i s  u n u su a l  v e r b a l  a r s e n a l .
S p inoza , E t h i c s , p t .  V, P ro p .  XLII, n o te  in E th ic s  and On the  Im­
provement o f  the  U n d e r s ta n d in g , e d .  James Gutmann, t r a n s . W il l iam  Hale W hite , 
r e v i s e d  Amelia H u tch in son  S t i r l i n g  (New York: H a fn e r ,  1949), p .  280.
^Kenneth R. M e r r i l l ,  "Hume, W hitehead , and P h i lo s o p h ic  M ethod,"  in  
David Hume: Many S ided  G e n iu s , e d .  Kenneth R. M e r r i l l  and R obert  W. Shahan
(Norman, Oklahoma: U n i v e r s i t y  o f  Oklahoma P r e s s ,  1976), p .  135.
^Donald W. S h e rb u rn e ,  e d . ,  A Key to  W h ite h e a d 's  'P r o c e s s  and 
R e a l i t y '  (New York: M acm illan , 1966; In d ia n a  U n iv e r s i ty  P r e s s ,  1975), pp .
205-48.
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W hitehead n o te s  t h a t  " la n g u a g e "  a r i s e s  f o r  l im i t e d  p r a c t i c a l  p u r ­
p o s e s .  No language  i s  a d e q u a te  to  c a p tu r e  th e  e n t i r e  t e x t u r e  o f  e x p e r ­
ie n c e ,  b u t  th e  language  o f  common se n se  a r i s e s  "w ith  a d o m ina ting  r e f e r ­
ence  to  an  im m ediate  s i t u a t i o n , "  a s  " t h i s  r e a c t i o n  to  t h a t  s i t u a t i o n  in  
t h i s  en v iro n m en t"  (MT, p .  3 8 ) .  The language  o f  th e o r y ,  however, must 
s e ek  " t o  o b t a i n  e x p l i c i t  e x p r e s s io n  o f  g e n e r a l  id e a s  p resupposed  by th e  
f a c t s  o f  e x p e r i e n c e "  (PR, p .  1 2 ) .  C o n se q u e n tly ,  p h i lo s o p h y  employs t e c h n i ­
c a l  term s which " s t r e t c h "  th e  m eanings o f  o r d in a r y  words beyond t h e i r  c u s ­
tomary a p p l i c a t i o n s  (MT, p .  12 ) .
Every s c ie n c e  must d e v is e  i t s  own in s t r u m e n ts .  The t o o l  r e q u i r e d  
f o r  p h i lo s o p h y  i s  la n g u a g e .  Thus p h i lo s o p h y  r e d e s ig n s  language 
in  th e  same way t h a t ,  i n  a p h y s i c a l  s c i e n c e ,  p r e - e x i s t i n g  a p p l i -  
ca n ce s  a r e  r e d e s i g n e d .  (PR, p .  11)
In  any e v e n t ,  th e  language  W hitehead u s e s  p r o v id e s  an i n i t i a l  b a r r i e r  to  
u n d e r s t a n d in g  h i s  work and p a t i e n c e  i s  r e q u i r e d .  U l t im a t e ly ,  each r e a d e r  
m ust d e c id e  w he ther  th e  advance  in  u n d e rs ta n d in g  i s  s u f f i c i e n t  to  compen­
s a t e  th e  he a d ac h e s  in  com prehending .
Source  M a te r i a l
C oncern ing  th e  s o u rc e  m a t e r i a l  f o r  th e  s tu d y ,  th e  b a s ic  focus  of 
my r e s e a r c h  i s  upon the  m ature  " m e ta p h y s ic a l"  w r i t i n g s  o f  W hitehead . 1 
make no use  o f  h i s  m a th e m a t ic a l  t r e a t i s e s  and l i t t l e  u se  o f  th e  e a r l y  
w r i t i n g s  on th e  p h i lo s o p h y  o f  s c ie n c e  (CN, R and PNK). The m a th e m a tic a l  
w r i t i n g s  a r e  av o id e d  b ecause  th ey  ex te n d  beyond my com petence , and they  
have l i t t l e  b e a r in g  upon the  n a tu r e  and r o l e  o f  p o l i t i c s  a s  h e re  c o n c e iv e d .  
The w r i t i n g s  on th e  p h i lo s o p h y  o f  s c ie n c e  a re  n o t  used  e x t e n s i v e l y  because  
th e  b a s i c  i n s i g h t s  e x p re s s e d  t h e r e i n  a re  in c o r p o r a t e d  and t ra n s fo rm ed  in  
W h ite h e a d 's  l a t e r  w r i t i n g s .  I t  was my i n t e n t i o n  to  rev iew  th e  most com­
p r e h e n s iv e  and th e  most c o n s i s t e n t  v e r s i o n  o f  W h ite h ea d 's  ph i lo sophy , and
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t h a t ,  by common ag re e m e n t ,  i s  c o n ta in e d  i n  h i s  l a t e r  w r i t i n g s .  Much o f  
th e  fo cu s  i s  on P ro c e s s  and R e a l i t y  which W hitehead f e l t  t o  be th e  most 
com ple te  and m ost s y s te m a t ic  s ta te m e n t  o f  h i s  p h i lo s o p h y ,  b u t  t h e  themes 
o f  t h i s  work a r e  a m p l i f i e d  and supplem ented  in  h i s  o t h e r  w r i t i n g s .
CHAPTER I I
THE POLITICS OF VISION
Man's d e e p e s t  and most r e l i a b l e  knowledge o f  th e  w orld  
around  him— in  p a r t i c u l a r  o f  h i m s e l f  and o t h e r s — i s  a t t a i n e d  
n o t  th rough  d e tachm en t b u t  a t t a c h m e n t ,  n o t  by r e d u c t iv e  a n a l ­
y s i s  b u t  c o n s t r u c t i v e  s y n t h e s i s ,  n o t  i n  a s t a t e  o f  e s t r a n g e d  
a lo o f n e s s  b u t  in  som ething l i k e  an a c t  o f  lo v e .
Floyd Matson
P o l i t i c  Man o rd a in e d  
Im a g in a t io n  as  the  f a t e f u l  s i n  
Grandmother and h e r  b a s k e t f u l  o f  p e a r s  
Must be th e  c ru x  f o r  our com pendia.
V a l la c e  S tevens
I f  we d e s i r e  a r e c o rd  o f  u n i n t e r p r e t e d  e x p e r ie n c e ,  we must 
a sk  a  s to n e  to  r e c o r d  i t s  a u to b io g ra p h y .
A lf re d  North W hitehead
P o l i t i c a l  P h i lo so p h y  
One o f  th e  most c u r io u s  and en d u r in g  f e a t u r e s  o f  p o l i t i c a l  p h i l o ­
sophy i s  i t s  r e f l e x i v i t y .  In  the  c o u rs e  o f  p h i lo s o p h iz in g  abou t p o l i t i c s ,  
p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h e r s  f r e q u e n t l y  i n q u i r e  i n t o  th e  " n a tu r e "  o f  the  e n t e r ­
p r i s e  in  which th ey  a r e  presum ably  engaged ,^  The r e f l e x i v e  q u e s t io n  i s  
n o t  c o n f in e d  to  p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h y ,  b u t  r a t h e r  seems to  c h a r a c t e r i z e  the  
p h i l o s o p h i c a l  e n t e r p r i s e  as a w ho le .  As J o s e f  P ie p e r  o b s e rv e s :
*See, f o r  i n s t a n c e ,  Leo S t r a u s s ,  What i s  P o l i t i c a l  P h i lo so p h y ?  (New 
York: F ree  P r e s s ,  1959).
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When a p h y s i c i s t  s e t s  o u t  to  d e f i n e  h i s  s c ie n c e  and asks  
what p h y s ic s  i s ,  he  i s  p o s in g  a p r e l im in a r y  q u e s t i o n ;  in  
a s k in g  i t  he i s  p l a i n l y  n o t  a t  th e  e x p e r im e n ta l  s t a g e — 
n o t  y e t ,  o r  p e rh a p s ,  no lo n g e r .  But f o r  anyone to  a s k ,  
what does  p h i lo s o p h i z i n g  mean? i s  q u i t e  c e r t a i n l y  p h i l o s o ­
p h y .2
The a t t e m p ts  o f  p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h e r s  to  p r e s e n t  a s a t i s f y i n g  acco u n t  
o f  t h e i r  v o c a t io n  have  been  a n y th in g  b u t  c o n c lu s i v e .  The dep th  o f  p e r ­
p l e x i t y  and d isa g re e m e n t  o v e r  th e  n a tu r e  o f  p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h y  c a l l s  
to  mind S t .  A u g u s t in e 's  p o ig n a n t  p l e a  a r i s i n g  from h i s  a t te m p t  to  answer 
th e  a n th r o p o l o g ic a l  q u e s t i o n ;  i . e . ,  what i s  the  n a tu r e  o f  man?
But I  beg you , 0 Lord my God, to  look  upon me
and h e a l  me, f o r  you se e  t h a t  I  have become a prob lem  ^
to  m y se lf  and t h i s  i s  th e  a i lm e n t  from which I  s u f f e r .
The a i lm e n t  from which p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h y  s u f f e r s  i s  o c c a s io n e d ,  i f  f o r  
no o t h e r  r e a s o n ,  by th e  mere v a r i e t y  o f  answ ers  to  i t s  r e f l e x i v e  q u e s t io n .  
The answ ers range  from a s s e r t i o n s  o f  the  a p o d ic t i c  t r u t h  o f  t h i s  o r  t h a t  
p o l i t i c a l  t h i n k e r ' s  t h e o r i e s  to  d i s m i s s a l  o f  p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h iz in g  as 
empty r h e t o r i c  and m e ta p h y s ic a l  n o n s e n se .  Th is  i s  n o t  the  p la c e  to  a t ­
tem pt a r e s o l u t i o n  o f  th e s e  c o n t r o v e r s i e s .  As n o ted  i n  th e  i n t r o d u c to r y  
c h a p t e r ,  th e  p r e s e n t  d i s c u s s i o n  s im ply  o f f e r s  an a n g le  o f  v i s i o n  on the  
" n a t u r e "  o f  p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h y  and an a n a l y t i c a l  schema upon which the  
e x p lo r a t i o n  o f  W h ite h e a d 's  w r i t i n g s  can  be b a se d .  N e v e r th e le s s ,  th e  r e f l e x ­
iv e  q u e s t io n  begs f o r  some s o r t  o f  answ er.  A p o in t  o f  e n t r y  to  th e  q u e s ­
t i o n  i s  p ro v id e d  i n  a book by Sheldon Wolin from whom the  c e n t r a l  m eta­
phor o f  th e  p r e s e n t  s tu d y  i s  borrow ed.
2J o s e f  P i e p e r ,  L e i s u r e :  The B a s i s  o f  C u l t u r e , t r a n s .  A lexander Dru
(New York: P a n theon , 1952; M entor, 1963), p . 69.
3 s t .  A u g u s t in e ,  C o n f e s s io n s , X. 33, t r a n s .  R. S. P in e -C o f f in  
(B a l t im o re :  P engu in ,  1961), p .  239.
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Wolin b e g in s  h i s  s tu d y  o f  p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h y  by r e f u s in g  to  
d e f i n e  h i s  s u b j e c t  m a t t e r .  The r e a s o n s  f o r  t h i s  p ro ce d u re  a r e  s t a t e d  
c o n c i s e ly :
P o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h y  i s  n o t  an e s se n c e  w i th  an e t e r n a l  n a t u r e .
I t  i s ,  i n s t e a d  a complex a c t i v i t y  which i s  b e s t  u n d e rs to o d  by 
a n a ly z in g  th e  many ways t h a t  th e  acknowledged m a s te r s  have p ra c ­
t i c e d  i t .  No s i n g l e  p h i lo s o p h e r  and no one h i s t o r i c a l  age can 
be s a id  to  have d e f in e d  i t  c o n c lu s i v e l y ,  any more than  any one 
p a i n t e r  o r  sch o o l  has  p r a c t i c e d  a l l  t h a t  we mean by p a i n t i n g . 4
A ccord ing  t o  W olin , an a d e q u a te  g ra sp  o f  t h i s  "complex a c t i v i t y "  r e q u i r e s  
t h a t  we employ "an  h i s t o r i c a l  a p p ro ach "  which " r e p r e s e n t s  the  b e s t  method 
f o r  u n d e r s t a n d in g  the  p r e o c c u p a t io n s  o f  p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo so p h y  and i t s  c h a r ­
a c t e r  as  an i n t e l l e c t u a l  e n t e r p r i s e . " ^  A p p a re n t ly ,  p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h y ,  
though la c k in g  an " e t e r n a l  e s s e n c e , "  h a s  a  " c h a r a c t e r "  which may be a b ­
s t r a c t e d  from th e  h i g h ly  v a r i e g a t e d  phenomenal f i e l d  c o n s t i t u t i n g  " h i s t o r y . "  
Wolin c o n f i rm s  t h i s  when he rem arks :
A lthough i t  may n o t  be p o s s i b l e  to  red u ce  p o l i t i c a l  ph i lo so p h y  
to  a b r i e f  d e f i n i t i o n ,  i t  i s  p o s s i b l e  to  e l u c i d a t e  th e  c h a r ­
a c t e r i s t i c s  t h a t  d i s t i n g u i s h  i t  from , as w e l l  a s  co n n ec t  i t  
w i th ,  o t h e r  forms o f  i n q u i r y . 6
Wolin does n o t  t e l l  us how t h i s  f e a t  o f  a b s t r a c t i o n  i s  to  be accom plished ,
no r  does he t e l l  us why " t h i s "  complex a c t i v i t y  i s  to  be conceived  as  a
u n i t .
A lthough th e  te rm in o lo g y  i s  n o t  c l e a r l y  e l a b o r a t e d ,  W o lin 's  r e f e r ­
ence to  p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h y  a s  a " fo rm  o f  i n q u i r y "  seems to  r e i n t r o d u c e  
the  q u e s t io n  o f  " e s s e n c e . "  In any e v e n t ,  f u r t h e r  comment seems r e q u i r e d  
to  save th e  " c h a r a c t e r i z a t i o n "  o f  th e  "form" from the  ap p e a ra n ce  o f
4 Sheldon S. W olin, P o l i t i c s  and V is io n :  C o n t in u i ty  and In n o v a t io n
in  W estern  P o l i t i c a l  Thought (B os ton :  L i t t l e ,  Brown, I9 6 0 ) ,  pp . 1 -2 .
"’ib id . ,  p. v. Gjbid., p. 2.
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a r b i t r a r i n e s s  and s u b j e c t i v e  b i a s .  P e rhaps  th e  t h e s i s  c o n c e rn in g  
" e t e r n a l  e s s e n c e s "  which led  V o l in  to  eschew d e f i n i t i o n s  can be r e f o r ­
m ula ted  to  save  th e  h i s t o r i c a l  i n q u i r y  the  em barrassm ent of be ing  a n  
i n v e s t i g a t i o n  w i th  no i d e n t i f i a b l e  s u b je c t  m a t t e r .
We need n o t  deny to  p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h y  a n  " e s s e n c e "  (w hether  
" e t e r n a l "  o r  n o t  i s  i n i t i a l l y  b e s id e  the  p o i n t )  i n  o r d e r  to avoid  o v e r l y  
s im ple  d e f i n i t i o n s  o r  t o  r e c o g n iz e  the  im portance  of h i s t o r i c a l  i n q u i r y .  
L e t  " e s s e n c e "  be u n d e rs to o d  as  the  way a " th i n g "  would a p p e a r  i f  i t  were 
known by a p e r f e c t  o r  i n f i n i t e  knower. L e t  i t  f u r t h e r  b e  u n d e rs to o d  t h a t  
an e s se n c e  may be "complex" e i t h e r  a c t u a l l y  o r  a s p e c t u a l l y .  An a c tu a l l y  
complex e s se n c e  would be  "composed" o f  " s im p le "  e s s e n c e s .  An a s p e c t u a l l y  
complex e s se n c e  would be "v iew ed" from d i f f e r e n t  and incom ple te  p e r s p e c ­
t i v e s  by an im p e r fe c t  o r  f i n i t e  know er. F i n a l l y ,  l e t  i t  be u n d e rs tood  
t h a t  an e s se n c e  may c h a r a c t e r i z e  o r  p r e d i c a t e  an " a c t "  o r  a  complex 
a c t i v i t y .  These , a d m i t t e d ly  e l l i p t i c a l ,  f o r m u la t io n s  s u g g e s t  s e v e r a l  
t h e s e s  c o n c e rn in g  p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h y .
The e s se n c e  o f  p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h y  i s  n o t  i n s t a n t i a t e d  by a  s i n g l e  
i n d i v i d u a l  o r  d u r in g  a s i n g l e  epoch . I t s  "b e in g "  h a s  a tem pora l  s p re a d  
w hich , a t  l e a s t  f o r  a f i n i t e  knower, e x te n d s  th ro u g h  an unknown f u tu r e  and 
a  hazy p a s t .  The f i n i t e  knower b r i n g s  to  b e a r ,  d u r in g  te m p o ra l ly  v a r i a b l e  
a p p l i c a t i o n s ,  l im i t e d  p e r s p e c t i v e s  from h i s  h o r iz o n  of e x p e r ie n c e  upon the 
e s se n c e  o f  p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h y .  When an im p e r fe c t  knower e n c o u n te rs  an 
a s p e c t  o f  th e  e s se n c e  (a  " p a r t " ) ,  he can i n t u i t  i t  a £  a n  a s p e c t  of the 
p a r t i a l l y  known e s se n c e  (a s  a p a r t  o f  the  "w h o le" ) .  The more a s p e c t s  we 
" s e e "  and th e  more i n t e r r e l a t i o n s h i p s  among th e  p a r t s  we e x p lo r e ,  the 
c l o s e r  we come to  u n d e rs ta n d in g  th e  e s se n c e  a s  su c h ,  i . e .  a s  a p e r f e c t  
knower o r  e p is t e m ic  s a i n t  would " s e e "  i t .  The e f f o r t  t o  " se e "  the e ssen ce
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j u s t i f i e s  an e x p lo r a t i o n  o f  a v id e  v a r i e t y  o f  h i s t o r i c a l  m a t e r i a l s  t h a t  
p a r t i a l l y  i n s t a n t i a t e  the  w ho le .  A d d i t i o n a l l y ,  s in c e  p o l i t i c a l  p h i l o s o ­
phy i s  a complex a c t i v i t y , knowledge o f  th e  s u b je c t  m a t t e r  in v o lv e s  p a r ­
t i c i p a t i o n  in  th e  a c t i v i t y  i t s e l f .
These a d u m b ra t io n s ,  i f  th e y  have any m e r i t ,  s e rv e  to  e s t a b l i s h  
V o l i n ' s  c r e d e n t i a l s  a s  a comm entator upon th e  " c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s "  o f  p o l i ­
t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h y .  Wolin has  examined a wide v a r i e t y  o f  h i s t o r i c a l  m a te r ­
i a l s  presumed to  c o n s t i t u t e  th e  a c t i v i t y  o f  p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h i z i n g ,  and 
h i s  e r u d i t i o n  i s  supp lem ented  by a s e r i o u s  a t t e m p t  to  g r a p p le  w ith  th e  
i s s u e s  which pose  th em se lv es  w i t h in  th e  h o r iz o n  o f  the  a c t i v i t y .  Thus, we 
may assume h i s  c a p a c i t y  to  i d e n t i f y  some o f  th e  s a l i e n t  f e a t u r e s  o f  the  
g e n u in e ly  complex a c t i v i t y .
Of c a r d i n a l  im p o r ta n c e  f o r  the  p r e s e n t  s tu d y  i s  W o l in 's  i d e n t i f i c a ­
t i o n  o f  " v i s i o n "  as a c e n t r a l  f e a t u r e  o f  p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h y .  The n o t io n  
o f  v i s i o n  e l a b o r a t e d  by Wolin i s  r a t h e r  s i m i l a r  t o  th e  a c c o u n t  o f  knowing 
an e s se n c e  re n d e re d  h e r e .
Wolin b e g in s  by n o t in g  t h a t  each  p o l i t i c a l  t h e o r i s t  views problem s
"from  a d i f f e r e n t  p e r s p e c t i v e ,  a p a r t i c u l a r  a n g le  o f  v i s i o n . " 7
T h is  s u g g e s t s  t h a t  p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h y  c o n s t i t u t e s  a form 
o f  ' s e e i n g '  p o l i t i c a l  phenomena and t h a t  the  way in  which the  
phenomena w i l l  be v i s u a l i z e d  depends i n  l a r g e  m easure on where 
the  v iew er  s t a n d s . 8
Wolin u se s  the  term  v i s i o n  in  two s e p a r a te  b u t  r e l a t e d  s e n s e s .  In one 
s e n s e ,  v i s i o n  f u n c t io n s  as  an a c t  o f  p e r c e p t i o n ;  i t  g e n e r a te s  a " d e s c r i p ­
t i v e  r e p o r t  abou t  an o b j e c t  o r  e v e n t . T h e  d e s c r i p t i v e  e lem en t  assumes 
m ajor im p o r ta n c e ,  b u t  i t  does  n o t  e x h a u s t  the  r o l e  o f  p o l i t i c a l  v i s i o n .
The second sense  o f  v i s i o n  r e l a t e s  to  " im a g in a t i o n . "  A ccord ing  to  W olin,
7I b i d . ,  p.  17.  8 I b i d . 9I b i d . ,  p.  18.
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Che im a g in a t iv e  e lem en t  has p lay e d  a r o l e  in  p o l i t i c a l  
p h i lo s o p h y  s i m i l a r  t o  t h a t  C o le r id g e  a s s ig n e d  to  im ag in ­
a t i o n  i n  p o e t r y ,  an ' e s e m p l a s t i c ' power t h a t  'fo rm s  a l l  
i n t o  one g r a c e f u l  i n t e l l i g e n t  w h o l e . '
A p p a re n t ly ,  th e  d e s c r i p t i v e  v i s i o n  e x i s t s  in  t e n s io n  w i th  the  im a g in a t iv e  
v i s i o n .  Im a g in a t io n  r e p r e s e n t s  a " c o r r e c t e d  f u l l n e s s "  by com parison w ith  
any p o r t r a i t  o f  h i s t o r i c a l  r e a l i t i e s . “  The p o r t r a i t s  o f  the  im a g in a t io n  
embody "an  a r c h i t e c t o n i c  v i s i o n "  which a t t e m p t s  to  weld the  phenomena d e s ­
c r ib e d  w i th  "some v i s i o n  o f  the good c h a t  l i e s  o u t s id e  the  p o l i t i c a l  
o r d e r  .
Wolin d i s t i n g u i s h e s  th e  im a g in a t iv e  v i s i o n  from " u to p ia n "  t h in k in g
w i th  r e f e r e n c e  to  " p o s s i b i l i t i e s . "  In  a  f o o tn o t e ,  he  o b s e rv e s  t h a t  the
im a g in a t iv e  e lem en t  i s  n o t  t h e  same as u to p ia n is m  
i n  t h a t  i t  i s  l e s s  an a t t e m p t  to  s o a r  above p r e s e n t  
r e a l i t i e s  th an  an a t t e m p t  to  v iew  e x i s t i n g  r e a l i t i e s  a s  
t ra n s fo rm e d  p o s s i b i l i t i e s . 13
The meaning o f  " p o s s i b i l i t y "  in  t h i s  c o n te x t  i s  n o t  e x p l i c a t e d ;  t h e r e f o r e ,  
th e  nexus betw een th e  f a c t s  d i s c o v e r e d  by the  d e s c r i p t i v e  v i s i o n  and the  
p o s s i b i l i t i e s  d i s c o v e r e d  in  the  im a g in a t iv e  v i s i o n  i s  u n c l e a r .  A p p a re n tly ,  
th e  b r u t e  f a c t s  o f  " h i s t o r y "  a r e  b o th  a c o n s t r a i n t  on th e  t h e o r i s t  and a 
c h a l l e n g e  to  be t r a n s fo rm e d .  Be t h a t  a s  i t  may, th e  t r a n s f o r m a t iv e  r o l e  
o f  th e  im a g in a t iv e  v i s i o n  c o m p l ic a te s  th e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  betw een th e o ry  
and p r a c t i c e .  The p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h e r  no t on ly  " u n d e r s ta n d s "  the  p o l i t i ­
c a l  w o r ld ,  b u t  a l s o  c r e a t e s  and t r a n s fo rm s  i t .  The " e s s e n t i a l  e le m en t"  in  
p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h y  i s  " th e  i d e a l  o f  an o r d e r  s u b je c t  to  human c o n t r o l  and
one t h a t  [can] be t r a n s f i g u r e d  th rough  a com b ina tion  o f  th o u g h t  and a c -  
14t i o n . "  An a c t i v i t y  o f  t h i s  s o r t  i s  complex in d ee d .
10I b i d .  “ i b i d . ,  p .  19. 12I b i d .  13I b i d . ,  p .  4 3 6 ,N.
14I b i d . ,  p .  21.
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I f  v i s i o n  is  c e n t r a l  to p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h y ,  p o e t r y  and o th e r  
e ndeavo rs  a l i k e ,  what d i s t i n g u i s h e s  one from th e  o t h e r ?  I t  would seem 
t h a t  v i s i o n  d e s i g n a t e s  w hat is  "common" to  v a r io u s  e n t e r p r i s e s  w h i le  o th e r  
f e a t u r e s  d i s t i n g u i s h  them. W o lin 's  approach  t o  t h e  p rob lem  o f  dem arca t ion  
in v o lv e s  a  r e f u s a l  t o  draw the  l i n e s  o f  d i s t i n c t i o n  to o  s h a r p ly  l e s t  the  
v iew  o f  p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h y  become to o  c o n s t r i c t i v e .  Th is  r e f u s a l  i s  
e s p e c i a l l y  marked in  h i s  d i s c u s s i o n  of the d i s t i n c t i o n  between "p h ilo so p h y "  
and " p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h y ."  Wolin n o te s  t h a t  t h e r e  i s  a deep a s s o c i a t i o n  
betw een th e  "two" p u r s u i t s .  The g r e a t  p h i lo s o p h e r s  have " c o n t r ib u t e d  
g e n e ro u s ly  to  the  main s t o c k  o f  our p o l i t i c a l  i d e a s , "  and they  have p ro ­
v id e d  the  p o l i t i c a l  t h e o r i s t  w i th  "many o f  h i s  methods of a n a l y s i s  and
15c r i t e r i a  o f  ju d g m e n t ."  F u r th e rm o re ,  the i n t e r e s t s  o f  p h i lo s o p h y  and 
p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h y  converge  w i th  the search  fo r  " p u b l i c "  knowledge. Both 
seek  " to  d e a l  w i th  t r u t h s  p u b l i c l y  a r r i v e d  at and p u b l i c l y  d e m o n s t r a b le ." * 8 
The s e a rc h  f o r  t h a t  w h ich  i s  "common" l e a d s  to  an a n a l y s i s  o f  p u b l i c  l i f e .  
Thus, p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h y ,  w i th  i t s  r o o t s  in com prehensive  p h i lo s o p h i c a l  
i n q u i r y ,  l e a d s  to  " r e f l e c t i o n  upon m a t te r s  t h a t  c o n c e rn  t h e  community as 
a w h o le ." * 7 C o n se q u e n t ly ,  the  d i f f e r e n c e  has  been  more a m a t te r  o f  s p e c i a l ­
i z a t i o n  and em phasis th a n  a fundam en ta l  b r e a c h .  P o l i t i c a l  t h e o r i s t s  a c c e p t
18"as  t h e i r  own the b a s ic  q u e s t  o f  t h e  p h i lo s o p h e r  f o r  s y s te m a t ic  know ledge ."
N e v e r th e le s s ,  t h e r e  a re  f e a t u r e s ,  them es and prob lem s which s e t  
p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo so p h y  a p a r t  a s  a  " s p e c i a l i z a t i o n . "  Perhaps  fo rem ost i s  the 
p o l i t i c a l  p h i l o s o p h e r ' s  c o n c e rn  w i th  " th e  good l i f e . "  Accord ing  to  Wolin, 
th e  term s o f  t h i s  c o n c e rn  a r e  s e t  w i th  P l a t o  who
15I b i d . ,  p .  2 .  I6I b i d .  17I b id  . , p .  3. 18I b i d . ,  p .  2.
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f i r s t  p e rc e iv e d  t h a t  the  i n q u i r y  i n t o  th e  n a tu r e  o f  th e  good 
l i f e  o f  the  i n d i v i d u a l  was n e c e s s a r i l y  a s s o c i a t e d  w ith  a con­
v e rg in g  (and n o t  p a r a l l e l )  i n q u i r y  i n t o  the  n a tu r e  o f  the  
good community.)®
The i n q u i r y  i n t o  th e  good l i f e  h a s  p e r s i s t e d  so t h a t  the  m a j o r i t y  o f  p o l i ­
t i c a l  t h e o r i s t s  have a dhe red  to  " t h e  A r i s t o t e l i a n  d ic tu m  t h a t  men l i v i n g  
a l i f e  o f  a s s o c i a t i o n  d e s i r e  n o t  o n ly  l i f e  b u t  th e  a t t a in m e n t  o f  the  good
The q u e s t  f o r  the  good l i f e  c onve rges  w ith  a n o th e r  m ajor f e a t u r e  
o f  p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h y .  P o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h e r s  seek  to  u n d e rs ta n d  the  
n a tu r e  o f  " th e  p o l i t i c a l . "  W olin c o n te n d s  t h a t  th e  id e a  o f  " p o l i t i c s "  
in c lu d e s  a t  l e a s t  t h r e e  m ajo r  f e a t u r e s .  P o l i t i c s  i s
a )  a form o f  a c t i v i t y  c e n t e r i n g  around th e  q u e s t  f o r  co m p e ti­
t i v e  a d v an tag e  betw een [ s i c ] g ro u p s ,  i n d i v i d u a l s ,  o r  s o c i e t i e s ;
b )  a form o f  a c t i v i t y  c o n d i t io n e d  by th e  f a c t  t h a t  i t  o c c u rs  
w i t h in  a s i t u a t i o n  o f  change and r e l a t i v e  s c a r c i t y ;  c )  a form 
o f  a c t i v i t y  in  which th e  p u r s u i t  o f  a d v a n ta g e  p roduces  c o n se ­
quences  o f  such a m agnitude  t h a t  th e y  a f f e c t  in  a s i g n i f i c a n t  way 
th e  whole s o c i e t y  o r  a s u b s t a n t i a l  p o r t i o n  o f  i t . 21
Wolin has  u n d o u b ted ly  i d e n t i f i e d  some b a s i c  f e a t u r e s  o f  p o l i t i c a l  l i f e ,  
b u t  h i s  i n i t i a l  c o n te n t io n — t h a t  p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h y  i n q u i r e s  i n to  the 
meaning o f  p o l i t i c s — i s  l e s s  c o n t r o v e r s i a l  th an  h i s  d e f i n i t i o n .  For i n ­
s t a n c e ,  a  M a rx is t  would be u n l i k e l y  to  a c c e p t  " r e l a t i v e  s c a r c i t y "  and 
" th e  q u e s t  f o r  c o m p e t i t iv e  ad v a n ta g e "  as  perm anent f e a t u r e s  o f  th e  human 
c o n d i t i o n  o r  i n d i s p e n s a b le  c o n d i t i o n s  f o r  p o l i t i c s .  The p o in t  to  be no ted  
i s  t h a t  th e  meaning o f  " p o l i t i c s "  expands o r  c o n t r a c t s  depend ing  upon the
22t h i n k e r ' s  v i s i o n  o f  " th e  good l i f e "  and h i s  e s t i m a t io n  o f  " p o s s i b i l i t i e s .
19 20 21I b i d .  I b i d . ,  p .  9 .  Z1l b i d . ,  pp . 10-11 .
22 In d ee d ,  th e  c o n t e s t  o v e r  th e  meaning o f  " p o l i t i c a l "  term s i s  a 
p a r t  o f  th e  p o l i t i c a l  p r o c e s s .  T h is  theme i s  d eve loped  in  W il l iam  E. 
C o n n o l ly ,  The Terms o f  P o l i t i c a l  D is c o u rs e  (L e x in g to n ,  M a ss a c h u s e t t s :
D. C. H eath ,  1974).
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U n f o r tu n a t e ly ,  W o lin 's  d e f i n i t i o n —u n l ik e  h i s  a n a l y s i s — seems to  p r e ­
judge  th e  i n q u i r y  i n t o  th e  meaning o f  p o l i t i c s  i n  f a v o r  o f  " n e c e s s i t y "  
to  th e  d e t r im e n t  o f  " p o s s i b i l i t y . "  The d e f i n i t i o n  conform s r a t h e r  w e l l  
w i th  th e  v iew  t h a t  p o l i t i c s  in v o lv e s  n o th in g  more than  the  changing  
c o n f i g u r a t i o n s  r e s u l t i n g  from c o m p e t i t io n  f o r  power, b u t  t h i s  view i s  
w id e ly  c o n te s t e d  i n  the  h i s t o r y  o f  p o l i t i c a l  t h o u g h t .
The two c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  d i s c u s s e d  so f a r  s u g g e s t  a t h i r d .  The 
n a tu r e  o f  th e  good l i f e  and the meaning o f  p o l i t i c s  a r e  p h i l o s o p h i c a l  
q u e s t io n s  to  be e x p lo r e d .  Accord ing  to  Wolin, p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo so p h y  i s  
c h a r a c t e r i z e d  more by i t s  q u e s t i o n s  t h a t  by i t s  an sw e rs .  The e n t e r p r i s e  
i s  marked by th e  c o n t i n u i t y  o f  i t s  s u b j e c t  m a t t e r ,  " th e  c o n t i n u a l  r e a p p e a r ­
ance o f  c e r t a i n  problem  t o p ic s "  such as
power r e l a t i o n s h i p s  betw een r u l e r  and r u l e d ,  th e  n a tu r e  o f  
a u t h o r i t y ,  th e  problem s posed by s o c i a l  c o n f l i c t ,  th e  s t a t u s  
o f  c e r t a i n  g o a ls  o r  p u rp o se s  as  o b j e c t i v e s  o f  p o l i t i c a l  a c t i o n ,  
and th e  c h a r a c t e r  o f  p o l i t i c a l  know ledge .^3
Wolin n o te s  t h a t  "what i s  im p o r ta n t  i s  th e  c o n t i n u i t y  o f  p r e o c c u p a t io n s ,
24n o t  th e  u n a n im ity  o f  r e s p o n s e . "  T h is  a l lo w s  him to  g a th e r  q u i t e  d iv e r s e
t h i n k e r s  u n d e r  th e  same u m b re l la ,  u n d e rp la y in g  th e  n o to r io u s  d isa g re em e n ts
among th e  p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h e r s .  C o n se q u e n tly ,  he i d e n t i f i e s  p o l i t i c a l
p h i lo so p h y  and "a  t r a d i t i o n  of d i s c o u r s e " — " th e  p e r e n n i a l  d ia lo g u e "  w i th in
25w e s te rn  c i v i l i z a t i o n .
Wolin i s  j u s t i f i e d  i n  d e -em phas iz ing  d o c t r i n e  as  th e  d e f i n i n g  c h a r ­
a c t e r i s t i c  o f  p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h y .  The e n t e r p r i s e  c a n n o t  be reduced  to  
d o c t r i n a l  p o s i t i o n s ,  and q u e s t io n s  can p ro v id e  c o n t i n u i t y  in d ep e n d e n t  o f  
a n sw e rs .  N e v e r th e le s s ,  the  manner o f  a s k in g  q u e s t io n s  can  s e t  w r i t e r s
23W olin , p .  3 . 24I b i d .  25I b i d . ,  pp . 22 -23 .
a p a r t  a s  s h a rp ly  as d o c t r i n a l  p o s i t i o n s .  For i n s t a n c e ,  T. D. Weldon i s
q u i t e  conv inced  t h a t  h i s  " a n a l y t i c a l "  p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h y  p ro v id e s  a
marked c o n t r a s t  w i t h ,  and  a  s u p e r i o r  a l t e r n a t i v e  t o ,  what he u n d e rs ta n d s
26to  be P l a t o ’ s " e s s e n t i a l i s t "  v e r s i o n  o f  p o l i t i c a l  th o u g h t .  Weldon i s  
a p p a r e n t l y  u n i n t e r e s t e d  in  e n t e r i n g  i n t o  a " d ia lo g u e "  w i th  P l a t o ,  " p e re n ­
n i a l "  o r  o th e r w i s e .  He i s  i n t e r e s t e d  in  r e j e c t i n g  P l a t o ’s manner o f  a sk ­
ing  q u e s t i o n s .  More germane to  th e  p r e s e n t  s tu d y  i s  th e  c o n te n t io n ,  by a 
v a r i e t y  o f  s c h o la r s  from  a v a r i e t y  o f  p e r s p e c t i v e s ,  t h a t  t h e r e  i s  a funda­
m en ta l  b r e a k  betw een " c l a s s i c a l "  and "modern" v e r s io n s  o f  p o l i t i c a l  p h i l -
27osophy. The work o f  t h e s e  s c h o l a r s  p r o v id e s  a fundam en ta l  c h a l l e n g e  to  
W o l in 's  s t r e s s  on c o n t i n u i t y  i n  w e s te rn  p o l i t i c a l  th o u g h t .
T h is  i s  n o t  t h e  p l a c e  to  e n t e r  i n t o  an invo lved  d i s c u s s i o n  o f  
t h e s e  h e rm e n e u t ic a l  d i s p u t e s .  1 m ere ly  wish to  s e t  f o r t h  th e  assum ptions  
from which I  s h a l l  p ro c e e d .  T h is  s tu d y  a c c e p t s  th e  c o n te n t io n  t h a t  t h e r e  
i s  a t r a d i t i o n  o f  i n q u i r y ,  e s t a b l i s h e d  p r im a r i l y  in  th e  w r i t i n g s  o f  P l a to  
and A r i s t o t l e ,  which may be d eno ted  as  " c l a s s i c a l "  p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h y ,  
c o n t r a s t e d  w i th  "modern" p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo so p h y  as r e p r e s e n t e d ,  f o r  example, 
by Thomas Hobbes. I n s o f a r  a s  th e  p r e s e n t  s tu d y  se ek s  t o  l o c a t e  Whitehead 
w i t h in  th e  c l a s s i c a l  t r a d i t i o n ,  an o u t l i n e  o f  my u n d e rs ta n d in g  o f  c l a s s i c a l  
p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h y  i s  im p e r a t iv e .  The o u t l i n e  w i l l  p ro v id e  th e  schem atic
26T. D. Weldon, The V ocabu lary  o f  P o l i t i c s  (London: P engu in ,  1953),
pp . 2 0 -3 0 .
27Among th e  books m a in ta in in g  some v e r s io n  o f  t h i s  t h e s i s  a re  Hannah 
A re n d t ,  The Human C o n d i t io n  (Chicago : The U n i v e r s i t y  o f  Chicago P r e s s ,  1958) 
Dante Germino, Beyond Id eo lo g y :  The R ev iv a l  o f  P o l i t i c a l  Theory (New York:
H arpe r  and Row, 1 9 6 7 ) ;  D ante  Germino, Modern W estern  P o l i t i c a l  Thought: 
M a c h ia v e l l i  t o  Marx (C h icago :  Rand McNally. 1972); Leo S t r a u s s .  N a tu ra l
R igh t  and H i s to r y  (C hicago : The U n i v e r s i t y  o f  Chicago P r e s s ,  1958); and
E r ic  V o e g e l in ,  The New S c ien ce  o f  P o l i t i c s  (C hicago : The U n iv e r s i ty  o f
Chicago P r e s s ,  1 9 52 ) .
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f o r  the  rem a in d e r  o f  th e  s tu d y .
C l a s s i c a l  P o l i t i c a l  P h i lo so p h y  
The c l a s s i c a l  t r a d i t i o n ,  l i k e  a l l  forms o f  p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo so p h y ,  
i s  c h a r a c t e r i z e d  by th e  q u e s t  f o r  v i s i o n .  I t s  q u e s t  i s  c o n s t i t u t e d  by 
s e v e r a l  i n t e r l o c k i n g  i n q u i r i e s  which may be s c h e m a t i c a l l y  r e p r e s e n te d  as
1) The q u e s t  f o r  c o m p re h en s iv e n ess :  s p e c u l a t i o n
2) The q u e s t  f o r  God: th e o lo g y
3) The q u e s t  f o r  w h o le n e ss :  e t h i c s
4 )  The q u e s t  f o r  man: p h i l o s o p h i c a l  a n th ro p o lo g y
Each o f  th e s e  i n q u i r i e s  i s  embodied i n  th e  key works o f  c l a s s i c a l  p o l i t i ­
c a l  p h i lo s o p h y  such as  P l a t o ' s  R epub lic  and A r i s t o t l e ' s  Nicomachean E t h i c s , 
and th e  i n q u i r i e s  c o a le s c e  to  form  an a r c h i t e c t o n i c  mode o f  i n t e r r o g a t i o n .  
O b v io u s ly ,  th e  b a re  s c h em a tic  r e q u i r e s  e l a b o r a t i o n  and i l l u s t r a t i o n  which 
demands a p o i n t  by p o i n t  e x p l i c a t i o n .
The Q uest f o r  C om prehensiveness  
C l a s s i c a l  p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h y  e x h i b i t s  deep aw areness  o f  man's 
f i n i t u d e .  I t  se ek s  to  e l u c i d a t e  and u n d e rs ta n d  th e  n o t  so c l e a r l y  d e ­
f in e d  l i m i t s  o f  ou r  knowledge and b e in g .  The aw areness  o f  f i n i t u d e  engen­
d e r s  and r e q u i r e s  a s p e c u l a t i v e  a t t i t u d e  toward r e a l i t y .  As J o s e f  P ie p e r  
e x p l a i n s ,
to  p h i lo s o p h iz e  i s  th e  p u r e s t  form o f  s p e c u l a r i , o f  t h e o r e i n , 
i t  means to  look  a t  r e a l i t y  p u r e ly  r e c e p t i v e l y — in  such a 
way t h a t  t h in g s  a r e  th e  m easure  and th e  s o u l  i s  e x c l u s i v e l y  
r e c e p t i v e .28
T h is  r e c e p t i v i t y  to  what l i e s  beyond th e  h o r iz o n s  o f  th e  mere " I "  i s  i n i ­
t i a t e d  and c o n t r o l l e d  by a s e n s e  o f  "w onder ."  P ie p e r  u rg e s  t h a t  wonder
29i s  b o th  th e  i n i t i u m  and p r in c ip iu m  o f  p h i lo s o p h y .  From th e  sense  o f  
w onder, p h i lo s o p h y  d e r i v e s  i t s  r e s t l e s s ,  s e a r c h in g  q u a l i t y .  I t  i n e v i t a b l y
^® Pieper , p .  80 . ^ I b i d . ,  p .  103.
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has  th e  form o f  a s e a r c h .
N e v e r th e le s s ,  th e  p h i l o s o p h i c a l  s e a r c h  i s  s e l e c t i v e l y  r e c e p t i v e .
Not a l l  e x p e r i e n c e s  a re  r e c e iv e d  on an e q u a l  f o o t i n g ;  p h i lo so p h y  seek s  the
a r c h e ty p e .  T h is  p o i n t  can  be i l l u s t r a t e d  w i th  r e f e r e n c e  to  E r ic  V o e g e l in 's
d i s c u s s i o n  o f  th e  Zetenia ( i n q u i r y )  in  P l a t o ' s  R e p u b l ic . Accord ing  to
V o e g e l in ,  " th e  i n q u i r y ,  th e  Zetem a, i s  th e  c o n c e p tu a l  i l l u m i n a t i o n  o f  the
30way up from th e  d e p th  o f  e x i s t e n c e . "  The s e a rc h  i s  governed by aw areness
o f  th e  d e p th s  o f  e x p e r ie n c e ,  b u t  a " se n se  o f  a l t e r n a t i v e "  i s  r e q u i r e d  to
fa c e  th e  " m is e ry ,  d a n g e r ,  and e v i l "  one e n c o u n te r s .  The a l t e r n a t i v e  i s
d i s c o v e r e d  in  " th e  e x p e r ie n c e  o f  d i r e c t i o n , "  f o r  " th e  so u l  grows" in  the
31c o u rs e  o f  th e  i n q u i r y .  Thus, t h e  p h i l o s o p h e r ' s  s e a rc h  i s  b o th  r e c e p t i v e
to  th e  plenum o f  e x p e r ie n c e  a v a i l a b l e  f o r  human in s p e c t io n  and a c t i v e  in
se e k in g  th e  o r d e r  gove rn in g  e x i s t e n c e .
V oege lin  i n s i s t s  t h a t  " c o n c e p tu a l  i l l u m i n a t i o n "  i s  n o t  a m a t t e r
o f  g e n e r a t i n g  d o c t r i n e s .  Concepts  a r e  deve loped  in  o r d e r  to  sym bolize
th e  u n iq u e  e x p e r ie n c e s  o f  th e  i n q u i r y .  When th e  symbols a re  s e p a r a te d
32from th e  s e a rc h  from which they  a r e  g e n e ra te d  they  become opaque. The 
" t o p i c s "  o f  p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h y  a r i s e  w i th in  the  com prehensive in q u i r y ;  
they  a r e  n e i t h e r  i n c i d e n t a l  to  nor  s e p a r a b le  from th e  s e a rc h  f o r  th e  w hole .
The q u e s t  f o r  com prehens iveness  in  c l a s s i c a l  p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo so p h y  
was marked by i t s  u n c e r t a i n t y  and u n e n d in g n e ss .  S o c r a t i c  ig n o ra n c e  lay  
a t  th e  h e a r t  o f  th e  e n t e r p r i s e .  Modern p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h y ,  on th e  o th e r  
hand , s e ek s  to  e l i m i n a t e  s p e c u l a t i o n  by s e c u r in g  an a p o d i c t i c  base  from
30E r ic  V o e g e l in ,  O rder and H i s t o r y , Vol. I l l ,  P l a to  and A r i s t o t l e  
(Baton  Rouge, L o u is ia n a :  L o u is ia n a  S t a te  U n i v e r s i ty  P r e s s , 1957), p .  83.
31I b i d . ,  p .  84. 32I b i d . ,  pp . 62 -70 .
21
which we may p ro c e e d .  T y p ic a l  of t h i s  a t t i t u d e  i s  Hobbes' a t t e m p t  to  b u i ld  
m ora l  s c ie n c e  o r  p h i lo s o p h y  on the " r u l e s  and i n f a l l i b i l i t y  o f  r e a s o n "  by 
p u t t i n g
such p r i n c i p l e s  down f o r  a  fo u n d a t io n  as p a s s io n  n o t  m i s t r u s t i n g ,  
may n o t  s e e k  t o  d i s p l a c e ;  and a f t e rw a rd  to  b u i ld  th e re o n  th e  t r u t h  
o f  c a s e s  i n  th e  law o f  n a tu re  (which h i t h e r t o  have been b u i l t  in  
th e  a i r )  by d e g r e e s ,  t i l l  the w hole by  in e x p u g n a b le .33
The a t t e m p t  to  make p h i lo so p h y  a s c ie n c e  grounded in  c e r t i t u d e  has  a l t e r ­
n a te d  w i th  th e  seem ing ly  more modest hope t h a t  p h i lo so p h y  can be o f  s e r v i c e  
to  the  " e x a c t "  s c ie n c e s  which a re  them se lves  presumed to  be b u i l t  upon un­
s h a k a b le  f o u n d a t io n s .  T h is  a t t i t u d e  i s  c a p tu r e d  by Locke who, n o t  d e s i r i n g  
t o  be a Boyle o r  a Newton, chooses  to  work "a s  an u n d e r - l a b o r e r  in  c l e a r i n g
th e  ground a l i t t l e ,  and removing some of the  ru b b is h  t h a t  l i e s  in  th e  way 
34o f  k n ow ledge .” The end r e s u l t  o f  L o c k e 's  p o s i t i o n  may n o t  d i f f e r  t h a t  
s h a rp ly  from t h a t  o f  Hobbes. The d i s c o v e r i e s  o f  p h i lo so p h y  r e l a t e  to  and 
depend upon th e  t r u t h s  of s c ie n c e  which a r e  presumed to  be c e r t a i n .  F u r ­
th e rm o re ,  w h i le  p h i lo s o p h y  may n o t  p roceed  by d e g re e s  to  an inexpugnab le
w hole , i t s  aim i s  s t i l l  p o s s e s s io n  o f  u n d e n ia b le  t r u t h s .  As Locke a s s e r t s ,
35p h i lo s o p h y  " i s  n o th in g  b u t  the  t r u e  knowledge o f  t h i n g s . "  Thus, t:ie
33 Thomas Hobbes, The Elem ents o f  Law, E p i s t l e  D e d ic a to ry ,  e d . 
F e rd in a n d  Tonnies (London: Frank  C oss ,  1969), p .  x v i i .
a  /
John Locke, An Essay Concerning Human U n d e rs ta n d in g ( S e l e c t i o n s )
The E p i s t l e  to  the  Realder (C h icago : Gateway, 1956), p .  7.
35 I b i d .  S i m i l a r l y ,  Hobbes makes c e r t i t u d e  th e  to u ch s to n e  and g o a l  
o f  " p h i lo s o p h y " :  "wisdom p r o p e r ly  so c a l l e d  i s  n o th in g  e l s e  b u t  t h i s :  the  
p e r f e c t  knowledge o f  t h e  t r u t h  in  a l l  m a t t e r s  w h a t s o e v e r ."  Thomas Hobbes,
De C iv e . E p i s t l e  D e d ic a to ry ,  t r a n s . Thomas Hobbes, in  Thomas Hobbes, Man 
and C i t i z e n , e d .  B e rn a rd  G ert  (Garden C i t y ,  New York: Anchor, 1972), p .  90.
For an example o f  the  d e te rm in e d  and c o n t in u in g  e f f o r t  to  b u i ld  modern p h i l ­
osophy on " s c i e n t i f i c  f o u n d a t io n s "  see  Edmund H u s s e r l ,  Phenomenology and 
th e  C r i s i s  o f  P h i lo s o p h y , t r a n s .  and ed , Q uen tin  Lauer (New Y o r k : H a r p e r  
T orchbooks, 1965). H u s s e r l ' s  work p ro v id e s  a c o n t r a s t i n g  u n d e r s ta n d in g  o f  
th e  n a tu r e  o f  c l a s s i c a l  p h i lo s o p h y  to  the one p r e s e n te d  h e r e .
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" t r u e  knowledge o f  t h in g s "  s u p p la n t s  the  s p e c u l a t i v e  q u e s t  f o r  wisdom o f  
th e  a n c i e n t s .
The Q uest f o r  God
In  c l a s s i c a l  p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h y ,  God i s  th e  c e n t e r  and te rm inus
o f  i n q u i r y .  To borrow a te rm  from Jaques  Mari t a i n ,  th e  c l a s s i c a l  o u t -
36look  i s  d e c id e d ly  " t h e o c e n t r i c T h e o c e n t r i c i t y  i s ,  a t  l e a s t  in  p a r t ,  
th e  outcome o f  th e  term s by which th e  c l a s s i c a l  e x e g e s i s  o f  e x p e r ie n c e  
was u n d e r ta k e n .  For i n s t a n c e ,  the  c o n t r a s t  between "knowledge" and 
" ig n o r a n c e "  l e a d s  q u i t e  n a t u r a l l y ,  in  th e  P l a to n i c  i n q u i r y ,  to  c o n s id e r a ­
t i o n  o f  God, f o r  knowledge i n  th e  h i g h e s t  d e g re e  can be p o s s e s s e d  by God 
a lo n e .  For P l a t o ,  the  v e ry  meaning o f  " p h i lo s o p h y "  c e n t e r s  in  the  q u e s t  
f o r  God. S o c r a te s  e x p la i n s  to  Phaedrus  t h a t  th e  man who s e a rc h e s  f o r  
wisdom ca n n o t  be c a l l e d  w is e .
To c a l l  h im  w ise  . . . w ould , I  t h in k ,  be e x c e s s iv e ;  God a lo n e  
d e s e r v e s  t o  be so d e s c r i b e d .  But to  c a l l  him a lo v e r  o f  w is ­
dom o r  som eth ing  o f  the  s o r t  would be more a p p r o p r i a t e  and a t  
the  same tim e more m o d e s t .37
Thus, th e  p h i lo s o p h e r  s e t s  h i s  eyes  on God because  the  n a tu r e  o f  h i s  
c a l l i n g  demands i t .
T h e o c e n t r i c i t y  ru n s  l i k e  a th re a d  th rough  many o f  P l a t o ' s  d i a ­
lo g u e s .  Nowhere i s  i t  more e v id e n t  than  in  The Laws which b e g in s  w ith  
a r e f e r e n c e  to  God. The d i v i n e  measure p ro v id e s  the  l e i t m o t i f  f o r  the  
e n t i r e  work. The A then ian  s t r a n g e r ,  c o n t r a r y  to  P r o ta g o r a s ,  a f f i r m s  t h a t
36 Jacq u es  M a r i t a i n ,  I n t e g r a l  Humanism: Temporal and S p i r i t u a l
Problem s o f  a New C h r is te n d o m , t r a n s .  Joseph  W. Evans (New York: S c r i b n e r ,
1968).
37 P l a t o ,  P h a e d ru s , 278, in  Phaedrus  and L e t t e r s  VII and V I I I , 
t r a n s .  W a lte r  H am ilton (New York: P engu in ,  1973), p .  102.
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" i t  i s  God who i9  p r e - e m in e n t ly  the  'm easure  o f  a l l  t h i n g s '  much more so 
38than  any 'm a n . " '  U n like  th e  P ro ta g o re a n  homo m enaura , th e  P l a t o n i c
p h i lo s o p h i c a l  a n th ro p o lo g y  views man as  a " theom orph" who owes h i s  d i g n i t y
39— in d ee d ,  h i s  v e ry  b e in g — to  th e  God whom he s e e k s .  The th e o ry  o f  p o l i ­
t i c s  found in  th e  Laws i s  s q u a re ly  c e n te r e d  in  th e  D iv ine  M il ieu  t h a t  p e r ­
vades  the  work.
God does n o t  d i s a p p e a r  as  an o b j e c t  o f  concern  in  a l l  modern p o l i ­
t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h y ,  b u t  h i s  p r e s e n c e  i s  l e s s  p e r v a s i v e ,  l e s s  u l t i m a t e .  For
Hobbes, God i s  c r e d i t e d  as  the  " f i r s t  c a u se "  o f  r e a l i t y ,  b u t  h i s  r o l e  as
40the  t e l e i o s  o f  e x i s t e n c e  v i r t u a l l y  v a n i s h e s .  God i s  r e t a i n e d  as the
41symbol o f  " th e  b e g in n in g "  b u t  l o s t  a s  the  symbol o f  " th e  b e y o n d ."  The 
consequences  o f  t h i s  em phasis  a re  i l l u s t r a t e d  w ith  r e f e r e n c e  to  Hobbes' 
th e o ry  o f  " n a t u r a l  la w ."  In  th e  c l a s s i c a l  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  n a t u r a l  law 
p o s i t e d  by the  S to ic s  and r e f i n e d  by S t .  Thomas A quinas , " t r u e  law" i s  
u n d e rs to o d  as  " r i g h t  r e a s o n , "  meaning m an 's  p a r t i c i p a t i o n  in  the  e t e r n a l  
logos  o f  God. N a tu ra l  law stem s from the  w i l l  o f  God and c a n n o t  be a l t e r e d  
o r  a b o l i s h e d  by man. I t  e n jo i n s  and p r o h i b i t s  and l e g i s l a t e s  f o r  a l i  men,
38P l a t o ,  The Laws, IV, 716, t r a n s .  T revor  J .  Saunders (New York: 
Penguin , 1970), p .  175.
39Germino, Beyond I d e o lo g y , pp . 168-74.
40 See, f o r  exam ples , Thomas Hobbes, L e v ia th a n  I ,  11; I I I ,  34.
^*The symbols o f  " b e g in n in g "  and "beyond" a re  e x p lo re d  in  E r ic  
V oege lin ,  "The B eginn ing  and th e  Beyond," u n p u b l ish e d  m a n u s c r ip t ,  S p r in g  
1975. V oege lin  d e l i m i t s  th e  two symbols by a s s e r t i n g  t h a t  " d iv in e  r e a l i t y  
i s  b e in g  r e v e a le d  to  man in  two fundam en ta l  modes o f  e x p e r ie n c e :  In  the
e x p e r ie n c e  o f  d iv in e  c r e a t i v i t y  in  the  cosmos; and in  the  e x p e r ie n c e  o f  
d iv in e  o r d e r in g  p re s e n c e  in  th e  s o u l . "  (p .  1)
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42a t  a l l  t im e s ,  m  a l l  p l a c e s .
Hobbes r a d i c a l l y  t ra n s m u te s  the  meaning o f  n a t u r a l  law. In  h i s
th e o r y ,  t h e r e  i s  a d ra m a t ic  s h i f t  from the  w i l l  o f  God to  th e  w i l l  o f
man b o th  i n  " th e  r i g h t  o f  n a tu r e "  and " th e  law o f  n a t u r e . "  The r i g h t  o f
n a t u r e ,  which e x i s t s  o n ly  in  a " s t a t e  o f  n a tu r e "  la c k in g  governm enta l
a u t h o r i t y ,  i n c lu d e s  th e  r i g h t  to  w h a tev er  one d e s i r e s  and i s  a b le  to  t a k e .
The law o f  n a tu r e  e n jo i n s  us  to  " se e k  peace  and fo l lo w  i t , "  and d e r i v e s
43from th e  d e s i r e  f o r  s e l f - p r e s e r v a t i o n .  N a tu ra l  law i s  reduced  to  the  
laws o f  p sycho logy  which a re  presumed to  e n jo i n  us  to  seek  th e  most e f f e c ­
t i v e  means to  l i v e  w i th  ou r  fundam en ta l  and o v e r r i d in g  f e a r  o f  d e a th .  Man's 
p a r t i c i p a t i o n  in  th e  e t e r n a l  r e a s o n  o f  God i s  r e p l a c e d  by the  m echan ica l
r e v u l s i o n  to  d e a th  which we sh a re  w i th  th e  b e a s t s .  There  i s  c l e a r l y  no
44room f o r  the  i n j u n c t i o n  to  "be p e r f e c t  a s  your h e a v en ly  F a th e r  i s  p e rfec t?1 
o r  th e  i n s t r u c t i o n  " t o  become im m orta l a s  f a r  as t h a t  i s  p o s s i b l e  and
45[ to ]  do ou r  u tm o s t  to  l i v e  in  ac co rd a n ce  w i th  what i s  h i g h e s t  in  u s . "
The Quest f o r  Wholeness 
E a r l i e r ,  Sheldon  Wolin was quo ted  on the  c e n t r a l i t y  o f  th e  s e a rc h  
f o r  " th e  good l i f e "  in  th e  l i t e r a t u r e  o f  p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h y .  This  con­
c e r n  i s  n o t  e x c lu s iv e  to  c l a s s i c a l  p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h y .  Hobbes, no l e s s  
th an  A r i s t o t l e ,  s e ek s  to  d i s c o v e r  th e  p r i n c i p l e s  upon which the  b e s t
42 C ic e ro ,  On th e  Commonwealth, I I I ,  22 , t r a n s .  George H. Sabine and 
S ta n le y  B. Smith (Columbus, Ohio: The Ohio S t a t e  U n i v e r s i ty  P r e s s ,  1929),
pp . 215-16 ; S t .  Thomas A qu inas .  ST, I - I I ,  Q 's  90 -97 .
^ H o b b e s ,  L e v ia th a n , I ,  14-15.
44 M att .  5 :4 8 .
45 . . /A r i s t o t l e ,  Nicomachean E th ic s  X, 7, t r a n s .  M art in  Ostwald ( I n d i a n a ­
p o l i s :  B o b b s - M e r r i l l ,  1962), p .  291.
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p r a c t i c a b l e  s o c i e t y  may be founded. Thus, e t h i c a l  t h in k in g  i s  n o t  
an e x c lu s iv e  o r  d e f i n i n g  f e a t u r e  o f  th e  c l a s s i c a l  p r o j e c t .  N e v e r th e ­
l e s s ,  t h e r e  a r e  d i f f e r e n c e s  betw een th e  c l a s s i c a l  and modern approaches  
to  th e  good l i f e .
The most im p o r ta n t  d i f f e r e n c e  a l r e a d y  has  been  in t im a te d ;  The 
c l a s s i c a l  q u e s t  f o r  w ho leness  i s  t h e o c e n t r i c .  T h is  can  be i l l u s t r a t e d  
w i th  r e f e r e n c e  to  A r i s t o t l e ' s  model f o r  v i r t u e ,  th e  spouda io s  o r  m ature  
man. The spouda io s  i s  suprem ely  v i r t u o u s  be c au se  he c u l t i v a t e s  in  him­
s e l f  the  h i g h e s t  c a p a c i t y  to  which a man may a t t a i n .  The m ature  man i s  
gu ided  by and devo ted  to  c o n te m p la t io n . The c o n te m p la t iv e  man a t t u n e s  him­
s e l f  to  th e  most d i v i n e  e lem en t  w i t h in  him; he  c u l t i v a t e s  h i s  i n t e l l i g e n c e  
(n o u s ) ,  a f a c u l t y  which b e lo n g s  p r e e m in e n t ly  to  D i v i n i t y . ^  C o n sequen tly ,  
th e  t e l e i o s  o f  v i r t u e  i s  God. T h is  c o n t r a s t s  s h a r p ly  w ith  Hobbes f o r
whom " re a s o n "  i s  an in s t r u m e n t  in  th e  s e r v i c e  o f  th e  p a s s i o n s — p r im a r i ly
47l u s t  f o r  power c o u n te r p o is e d  a g a i n s t  th e  f e a r  o f  d e a th .  H ere , m an 's 
r e a s o n  i s  c once ived  more in  th e  image o f  th e  fox  t h a t  in  th e  image of 
God.
The Quest f o r  Man 
P o l i t i c a l  e t h i c s  i s  i n t i m a t e l y  r e l a t e d  to  th e  v i s i o n  o f  man. An 
a s se s sm e n t  o f  th e  n a tu r e  o f  man w i l l  r e f l e c t  i t s e l f  in  an e s t i m a t io n  o f  
human p o s s i b i l i t i e s  f o r  a t t a i n i n g  th e  good l i f e .  P h i lo s o p h i c a l  a n th r o ­
po logy  i s  the  a t t e m p t  to  d i s c o v e r  th e  unchanging  n a tu r e  o f  a l l  men. I t  
a sk s  two q u e s t io n s :  1) What i s  unchang ing  ab o u t  man? 2) What d i s t i n ­
g u i s h e s  men from o t h e r  a n im a ls  ( o r  from h ig h e r  b e in g s ) ?  The c l a s s i c  answer
4 6 I b i d . ,  X, 7 - 8 .
47 Hobbes, L e v ia th a n  I ,  5.
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to  th e  q u e s t io n  o f  p h i l o s o p h i c a l  a n th ro p o lo g y  i s  t h a t  rea so n  i s  the  d i s ­
t i n g u i s h i n g  f e a t u r e  b e lo n g in g  to  a l l  men.
Hobbes, no l e s s  th an  A r i s t o t l e ,  the  S t o i c s  and A quinas , would em­
p h a s iz e  m an 's  r e a s o n  as a d i s t i n g u i s h i n g  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c .  But in  Hobbes, 
r e a s o n  i s  reduced  to  i t s  i n s t r u m e n ta l  o r  c a l c u l a t i v e  q u a l i t i e s .  Reason 
in  man i s  th e  f a c u l t y  t h a t  e n a b le s  us  to  c a l c u l a t e  the  b e s t  (most e f f i c i e n t  
and e f f i c a c i o u s )  means to  a t t a i n  d e s i r e d  e n d s .  C l a s s i c a l  p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o ­
p h e rs  r e c o g n iz e d  t h i s  c a p a c i t y ,  b u t  they  a l s o  i n s i s t e d  upon m an 's  enjoym ent 
o f  s u b s t a n t i v e  r a t i o n a l i t y — th e  c a p a c i t y  to  d i s c e r n  th e  n a tu r e  o f  Being and 
to  s e p a r a t e  r i g h t  from wrong. In  Hobbes, s u b s t a n t iv e  r a t i o n a l i t y  can , a t  
b e s t ,  t e l l  us  t h a t  f e a r  o f  d e a th  i s  a p a s s io n  which o v e r r i d e s  ou r  d e s i r e  
f o r  power. Hobbes' n a t u r a l i z a t i o n  o f  r e a s o n  r e f l e c t s  the  d e c i s i v e  b rea k  
betw een c l a s s i c a l  and modern i n t e r p r e t a t i o n s  o f  p o l i t i c a l  l i f e .  The s h i f t
from d iv in e  to  human r e a s o n  and w i l l  c o n s t i t u t e s  a g r e a t  d iv id e  ove r  the
48i s s u e  o f  n a t u r a l  law . The d i v i s i o n  h a s  consequences  fo r  th e  e n t i r e  
r an g e  o f  i s s u e s  a d d re s s e d  by p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h e r s .
The Meaning o f  V is io n :  A R e c o n s id e ra t io n
At t h i s  p o i n t ,  i t  i s  b o th  p o s s i b l e  and d e s i r a b l e  to  r e c o n s i d e r  the  
meaning o f  " v i s i o n . "  The c l a s s i c a l  q u e s t  was accompanied by a c o n c e p t io n  
o f  v i s i o n  w i th  g r e a t e r  r i c h n e s s  and g ra n d e u r  than  t h a t  o f  Wolin (which 
i s  in te n d e d  to  a p p ly  to  th e  e n t i r e  h i s t o r y  o f  p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h y ) .
In  W o l in 's  c o n c e p t io n ,  v i s i o n  i s  u n d e rs to o d  as  an a c t  o f  " p e r c e p t io n "  
combined w i th  " im a g in a t io n "  o f  " t r a n s fo rm e d  p o s s i b i l i t i e s . "  T h is  i s  a
48 For e x te n d e d  d i s c u s s io n s  o f  th e  b re a k  between a n c i e n t  n a t u r a l  
law and modern n a t u r a l  r i g h t s  see  S t r a u s s ,  N a tu ra l  R igh t and H i s t o r y ;
Leo S t r a u s s ,  The P o l i t i c a l  P h i lo so p h y  o f  Hobbes, t r a n s .  E lsa  M. S i n c l a i r  
(New York: Oxford U n i v e r s i ty  P r e s s ,  1936).
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v i s i o n  o f  v i s i o n  which la c k s  w in g s .  In  the  c l a s s i c a l  c o n c e p t io n ,
th e  e le m en ts  Wolin m en tions  a re  r e c o g n iz e d  as  b e in g  im p o r ta n t  b u t
n o t  e x h a u s t i v e .
In  P l a t o ' s  u n d e r s t a n d in g ,  v i s i o n  i s  an a s c e n t  to  r e a l i t i e s
t h a t  l i e  beyond th e  immediate g ra s p  o f  ou r  f i n i t e  p e r c e p t i o n s  and im a g e s .
In th e  P h a e d ru s , P l a t o  i n t r o d u c e s  the  myth o f  winged s t e e d s  and t h e i r
winged c h a r i o t e e r  to  d e p i c t  th e  " im m o r t a l i t y  o f  th e  s o u l . "  An image
o f  t h i s  s o r t  i s  needed b ecause  th e  s t o r y  o f  the  s o u l ' s  im m o r ta l i ty
would r e q u i r e  a long e x p o s i t i o n  o f  which o n ly  a god i s  
c a p a b le ;  b u t  i t  i s  w i t h in  th e  power o f  man to  say in  
s h o r t e r  compass what i t  r e s e m b l e s . ^
The s t o r y  t o l d  i s  th e  t a l e  o f  th e  p h i l o s o p h e r ' s  a s c e n t  to  " th e  v i s i o n  o f
r e a l i t y "  which i s  h i s  p ro p e r  food ;  he i s  " n o u r is h e d  and made happy by the
c o n te m p la t io n  o f  t r u t h . " ^
The aim o f  th e  p h i lo s o p h e r  i s  to  " c o n te m p la te  what l i e s  o u t s i d e
th e  h e a v e n s , "*’* b u t  th e  q u e s t  f o r  v i s i o n  i s  n o t  w i th o u t  e t h i c a l  and
a e s t h e t i c  s i g n i f i c a n c e .  The lo v in g  s e a rc h  f o r  t r u t h  aims to  d i s c o v e r  the
Good and the  B e a u t i f u l .  The B e a u t i f u l  i s  what c a l l s  f o r t h  the  se a rc h  as
an a c t  o f  lo v e .  D io tim a e x p la in s  to  S o c r a te s  t h a t  he who i s  i n i t i a t e d  i n to
th e  m y s t e r i e s  o f  love  w i l l  be drawn to  a " f i n a l  r e v e l a t i o n " — " t h a t  wondrous
. . . .  52v i s i o n  which i s  th e  v e ry  so u l  o f  th e  b e a u ty  he has  t o i l e d  so  long f o r . "
49P l a t o ,  P h a e d ru s , 246, in  Phaedrus  and L e t t e r s  V II and V I I I , p .  50.
50 I b i d . ,  247, p .  53.
51I b i d . , p .  52.
52P l a t o ,  Symposium, 210e*-211a, in  The C o l l e c t e d  D ia logues  o f  P l a t o , 
e d . E d i th  H am ilton and H un ting ton  C a i r n s ,  t r a n s .  M ichael Joyce  ( P r in c e to n ,  
New J e r s e y :  P r in c e t o n  U n i v e r s i t y  P r e s s ,  1961), p .  562.
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But th e  v i s i o n  o f  Beauty i s  a l s o  th e  b r i l l i a n t  beam o f  th e  Good which en ­
g e n d e rs  o r d e r  in  th e  s o u l  and in  s o c i e t y .  Those t r a i n e d  in  d i a l e c t i c  w i l l  
be  com pelled
to  look toward t h a t  which p r o v id e s  l i g h t  f o r  e v e r y th in g .  Once 
they  see  th e  good i t s e l f ,  th ey  must be co m p e lled ,  each  in  h i s  
t u r n ,  to  u se  i t  a s  a p a t t e r n  f o r  o r d e r in g  c i t y ,  p r i v a t e  men, 
and th em se lv es  f o r  th e  r e s t  o f  t h e i r  l i v e s .  3
The v i s i o n  o f  P l a t o  i s ,  a s  Wolin would have  i t ,  a " c o r r e c t e d  f u l l n e s s "  in
com parison  to  any t r a n s i e n t  o r d e r ,  b u t  i t  i s  c o r r e c t e d  on ly  in  the  s e a rc h
f o r  God who p r o v id e s  th e  supreme m easure whereby c o r r e c t i o n s  a r e  ju d g ed .
I t  i s  t h i s  s o r t  o f  v i s i o n ,  d e s c r ib e d  w i th  sub lim e p o e t i c  power by P l a to ,
to  which W hitehead d i r e c t s  h i s  e f f o r t s .
Summary and P r o s p e c t
This  c h a p te r  has  a t te m p te d  to  s u g g e s t  two broad  th e s e s  c o n c e rn in g  
p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h y :
1) t h a t  p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h iz in g  o c c u rs  a s  a p a r t  o f  the  
com prehensive  q u e s t  f o r  " v i s i o n "  c o n c e rn in g  m an 's  p la c e  in  
th e  u n i v e r s e ;
2) t h a t  t h e r e  a re  s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e s  betw een " c l a s s i c a l "  
and "modern" a p p ro a c h e s  to  p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h y .
The rem a in d e r  o f  th e  s tu d y  w i l l  be d evo ted  to  i l l u s t r a t i n g  how A lf re d  North
W hitehead s u p p o r t s  and c o n t in u e s  the  c l a s s i c a l  t r a d i t i o n .
53P l a t o ,  R e p u b l ic , V II ,  5 40a -b ,  t r a n s .  A l la n  Bloom (New York: B asic  
Books, 1968), p .  219. C f. R e p u b l ic . V I I .  518-539; Phaedo , 111b; E p i s t l e  V II I  
357c; C harm ides , 167 d - e .  The p a s sa g e  c i t e d  r e f l e c t s  an im p o r ta n t  problem  
in  P l a t o ' s  th o u g h t  o f  which he was w e l l  aw are . The p h i l o s o p h e r ' s  love  o f  
and d e v o t io n  to  th e  c o n te m p la t iv e  l i f e  may r e s u l t  in  h i s  w i th d ra w a l  from 
p u b l i c  l i f e .  T h is  seems to  e f f e c t i v e l y  e l i m i n a t e  the  wisdom a c q u ir e d  in  
th e  p h i l o s o p h i c a l  s e a rc h  as  a f o r c e  i n  p o l i t i c a l  l i f e .  For an a n a l y s i s  o f  
t h i s  p rob lem  see  V o e g e l in ,  P l a t o  and A r i s t o t l e , pp . 112-17 . For an a n a l y s i s  
o f  " v i s i o n "  i n  P l a to  see E r ic  V o e g e l in ,  "Wisdom and the  Magic o f  th e  Extreme: 
A M e d i t a t i o n , "  S ou the rn  Review, 17, 1981, 235-87 .
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The i d e a l  ty p e s — c l a s s i c a l ,  modern—-w ith  which I  have been work­
ing  a r e ,  no d o u b t ,  to o  s im ple  to  summarize ou r  r i c h  h e r i t a g e  in  p o l i t i c a l  
t h o u g h t .  N e v e r th e le s s ,  th e  schema 1 have p roposed  does c a p tu r e  some o f  
th e  f l a v o r  and s u b s ta n c e  o f  the  q u a r r e l  be tw een the a n c i e n t s  and the  
m oderns— a d i s p u t e  w hich , in  many ways, r e c a p i t u l a t e s  th e  argum ent between 
S o c r a te s  and P r o t a g o r a s .  In any e v e n t ,  the  s ch em a tic  p r e s e n t a t i o n  should  
a t  l e a s t  c l a r i f y  my c la im  t h a t  W h ite h e a d 's  p h i lo s o p h y  r e p r e s e n t s  a r e v i v a l  
o f  th e  c l a s s i c a l  t r a d i t i o n .
C h a p te rs  Three and Four w i l l  em phasize  th e  s p e c u l a t i v e  a s p e c t s  o f
W h ite h e a d 's  th o u g h t—h i s  q u e s t  f o r  com prehens iveness  th rough  the  medium o f  
a c o sm o lo g ic a l  scheme o f  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n .  The t h i r d  c h a p te r  w i l l  p ro v id e  
a d i s c u s s i o n  o f  W h ite h e a d 's  c o n c e p t io n  o f  p h i lo s o p h y .  Th is  d i s c u s s io n  w i l l  
s e rv e  to  i n t r o d u c e  a b r i e f  e x p o s i t i o n  o f  h i s  cosmology in  C hap te r  Four.
What shou ld  emerge from th e s e  c h a p te r s  i s  a p o r t r a i t  o f  a t h in k e r  who 
f i t s  s q u a re ly  i n t o  th e  s p e c u l a t i v e  t r a d i t i o n  t h a t  i n i t i a t e d  and p rov ided  
th e  c o n te x t  f o r  p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h y .  The rem a in ing  i tem s  o f  the  schema— 
th e o lo g y ,  e t h i c s  and p h i lo s o p h i c a l  a n th ro p o lo g y —- w i l l  be c o n s id e re d  in  
C hap te r  F iv e .
CHAPTER I I I
WHITEHEAD'S CONCEPTION OF 
SPECULATIVE PHILOSOPHY
C r e a t io n  i s  th e  dance  o f  Shiva o f  which th e  Hindus sp e ak ,  n o t  the  
draw ing  o f  a c o n c lu s io n .
C h a r le s  H ar tsh o rn e
Three towns and an a b s t r a c t  u n i v e r s a l  a r e  n o t  t h r e e  connec ted  
tow ns .
A l f re d  N orth Whitehead
I f  men c a n n o t  l i v e  on b read  a lo n e ,  s t i l l  l e s s  can they  do so on 
d i s i n f e c t a n t s .
A lf re d  N orth W hitehead
I n t r o d u c t i o n
The a t te m p t  t o  l o c a t e  W hitehead in  th e  c l a s s i c a l  t r a d i t i o n  n a t u r a l l y  
in v o lv e s  an overv iew  o f  h i s  p h i lo s o p h y .  U n f o r tu n a te ly ,  a "summary" o f  h i s  
p h i lo s o p h ic  o u t lo o k  i s  a r a t h e r  mad u n d e r ta k in g .  His p h i lo s o p h y  i s  informed 
by a keen u n d e rs ta n d in g  o f  m a th e m a tic s ,  p h y s ic s  and th e  h i s t o r y  o f  most 
w e s te rn  and some e a s t e r n  p h i lo s o p h y .  F u r th e rm o re ,  W hitehead e x h i b i t s  a deep 
knowledge o f  and a p p r e c i a t i o n  f o r  p o e t r y ,  r e l i g i o n  and th e  dilemmas o f  man 
in  s o c i e t y .
More im p o r ta n t ly ,  he i n s i s t s  t h a t  p h i lo s o p h i c a l  d i s c o u r s e  in v o lv e s  
an aw areness  o f  th e  " c o n n e c te d n e s s "  o f  t h i n g s .  "C onnec tedness  i s  th e  e ssen ce  
o f  a l l  t h in g s  o f  a l l  ty p e s "  (MT, p . 9 ) .  C o n sequen tly ,  he i n s i s t s  t h a t  a l l  o f  
th e  term s o f  a p h i lo s o p h i c a l  scheme a r e  m u tu a l ly  im p l ic a te d  and m u tu a l ly  p r e ­
supposed . " I t  i s  th e  i d e a l  o f  s p e c u l a t i v e  p h i lo so p h y  t h a t  i t s  fundam enta l
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n o t io n s  s h a l l  n o t  seem c a p a b le  o f  a b s t r a c t i o n  from each o t h e r "  (PR, p.
3 ) .  As a r e s u l t ,  " e v e ry  p r o p o s i t i o n  p ro p o s in g  a f a c t  m ust,  i n  i t s  com­
p l e t e  a n a l y s i s ,  p ro p o se  th e  g e n e r a l  c h a r a c t e r  o f  th e  u n i v e r s e  r e q u i r e d  
f o r  t h a t  f a c t "  (PR, p. 11 ) .  Th is  does n o t  mean t h a t  " e v e r y th in g "  abou t  
th e  u n iv e r s e  must be known b e fo r e  a n y th in g  can be known.
A p r o p o s i t i o n  can  embody p a r t i a l  t r u t h  be c au se  i t  o n ly  demands 
a c e r t a i n  type  o f  s y s te m a t ic  e n v iro n m en t ,  which i s  p resupposed  
in  i t s  m eaning. I t  does n o t  r e f e r  to  th e  u n iv e r s e  i n  a l l  i t s  
d e t a i l .  (PR, p . 11)
N e v e r th e le s s ,  th e  p o s t u l a t e  o f  c o n n e c te d n ess  does  seem to  r e q u i r e  t h a t
a l l  o f  W h ite h e a d 's  p h i l o s o p h i c a l  scheme be u n d e rs to o d  b e fo r e  any o f  i t
i s  u n d e rs to o d .  I f  t h i s  be th e  c a s e — le a v in g  a s id e  th e  h e rm e n e u t ic a l
problem s i t  p o s e s — the  com m entator can  o n ly  "sum m arize" W h ite h ea d 's
scheme by r e p e a t i n g  i t !
The answer to  t h i s  p rob lem , which has  been e x p lo re d  in  g e n e ra l  
term s by D i l th e y ,*  must r e l y  upon an a p p ea l  to  e x p e r i e n c e .  In  r e a d in g  
books ,  we o f t e n  f a i l  t o  u n d e rs ta n d  th e  im p o r tan ce  o f  a p a r t i c u l a r  sen­
t e n c e ,  p a ra g ra p h  o r  c h a p te r  u n t i l  we have re a d  th e  e n t i r e  book, to  see  
how th e  whole work hangs t o g e t h e r .  Upon r e r e a d in g  th e  book, the  sen ­
te n c e ,  p a ra g ra p h  o r  c h a p te r  a c q u i r e s  a new lu m in o s i ty  t h a t  comes from 
s e e in g  i t  i n  c o n te x t .  F u r th e rm o re ,  th e  e n t i r e  work assumes a new r e s o n ­
ance  w i th  th e  com prehension  o f  th e  p a r t .  W hitehead , l i k e  any f i r s t  
r a t e  w r i t e r ,  must be r e a d  w ith  th e  hope f o r  p r o g r e s s iv e  c l a r i f i c a t i o n .
The p rob lem  unde r  c o n s i d e r a t i o n  gave r i s e  to  D i l t h e y ' s  famous 
"h e rm en e u t ic  c i r c l e "  f o r  which th e  p r e s e n t  comments a r e  a rough p a ra ­
p h r a s e .  See W ilhelm D i l th e y ,  S e l e c t e d  W r i t i n g s , t r a n s .  and ed . H. P. 
Rickman (Cambridge: Cambridge U n i v e r s i t y  P r e s s ,  1976), pp. 203; 259;
262.
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A seco n d a ry  so u rce  can convey a more o r  l e s s  c o h e re n t  image o f  
th e  co rp u s  ( e i t h e r  a s i n g l e  w r i t i n g  o r  a w e l l  i n t e g r a t e d  body o f  w r i t ­
i n g s )  w h i le  e x p l i c a t i n g  some o f  th e  d e t a i l s  s u p p o r t in g  th e  w hole . Of 
c o u r s e ,  no seco n d a ry  so u rc e  can s u b s t i t u t e  f o r  the  o r i g i n a l .
As th e  p re c e d in g  comments i n d i c a t e ,  W h ite h e a d 's  p h i lo s o p h y  i s  d e ­
v e lo p e d  in  th e  form o f  a " s p e c u l a t i v e  schem e."  The p u rpose  o f  t h i s  chap­
t e r  i s  to  i n t r o d u c e  W h ite h e a d 's  c o n c e p t io n  o f  p h i l o s o p h i c a l  method s u g g e s t ­
ing  th e  r e a s o n s  why W hitehead f e l t  com pelled  to  d eve lop  h i s  scheme o f  i n t e r ­
p r e t a t i o n .  His approach  to  p h i lo s o p h y  w i l l  be b r i e f l y  compared w ith  the  
c l a s s i c a l  approach  su rveyed  in  th e  second c h a p te r .  The fo l lo w in g  chap­
t e r  w i l l  p ro v id e  a b r i e f  overv iew  o f  W h ite h e a d 's  c o sm o lo g ic a l  scheme.
P h i lo s o p h i c a l  Method 
The n a tu r e  and pu rpose  o f  p h i lo s o p h y  i s  a r e c u r r e n t  theme in  
W h ite h e a d 's  w r i t i n g s .  G e n e r a l ly ,  he  c o n c lu d e s  t h a t  p h i lo s o p h y  shou ld  
be p r e s e n te d  as a s p e c u l a t i v e  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  the  most e n d u rin g  f e a ­
t u r e s  o f  " r e a l i t y . "  He expounds the  i d e a l  r e q u i r e m e n ts  o f  a scheme o f  
i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  s u c c i n c t l y :
S p e c u la t iv e  P h i lo s o p h y  i s  th e  endeavour  t o  frame a c o h e r e n t ,  
l o g i c a l ,  n e c e s s a r y  sys tem  o f  g e n e r a l  id e a s  in  terms o f  which 
e v e ry  e lem en t  o f  ou r  e x p e r ie n c e  can be i n t e r p r e t e d .  By t h i s  
n o t io n  o f  ' i n t e r p r e t a t i o n '  I  mean t h a t  e v e ry th in g  o f  which 
we a r e  c o n s c io u s ,  as  e n jo y e d ,  p e r c e iv e d ,  w i l l e d ,  o r  th o u g h t ,  
s h a l l  have th e  c h a r a c t e r  o f  a p a r t i c u l a r  i n s t a n c e  o f  the  gen­
e r a l  scheme. Thus th e  p h i lo s o p h i c a l  scheme shou ld  be c o h e r ­
e n t ,  l o g i c a l ,  and , in  r e s p e c t  to  i t s  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n ,  a p p l i c a ­
b l e  and a d e q u a te .  (PR, p .  3)
W hitehead e x p la i n s  t h a t  " a p p l i c a b l e "  means t h a t  some i tem s  o f  e x p e r ie n c e
a r e  i n t e r p r e t a b l e  in  term s o f  the  scheme, and " a d e q u a te "  means t h a t  no
item s  o f  e x p e r ie n c e  a r e  in c a p a b le  o f  such  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n .  "Coherence"
means t h a t  th e  fundam en ta l  id e a s  o f  th e  scheme a re  p resupposed  by each
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o th e r  so t h a t  in  i s o l a t i o n  they  a re  m e a n in g le s s ,  and " l o g i c a l "  i s  used 
i n  " i t s  o r d in a r y  meaning" (PR, p .  3 ) .  W hitehead n o te s  t h a t  th e s e  c r i ­
t e r i a  f o r  a s p e c u l a t i v e  scheme p resu p p o se  a " r a t i o n a l "  and an " e m p i r i c a l "  
s i d e .  The r a t i o n a l  s i d e  i s  r e f l e c t e d  in  the  r e q u i r e m e n ts  t h a t  th e  scheme 
be c o h e re n t  and l o g i c a l .  The e m p i r i c a l  s id e  i s  r e p r e s e n t e d  by the  r e q u i r e ­
ment t h a t  th e  scheme be a p p l i c a b l e  and ad e q u a te  (PR, p . 3 ) .
W h ite h e a d 's  c r i t e r i a  f o r  s p e c u l a t i v e  p h i lo s o p h y  t e l l  us what p h i l ­
o so p h e rs  shou ld  a t t e m p t .  They do n o t  t e l l  us  why th e  i d e a l  i s  adop ted  
n o r  what the  l i m i t s  o f  in q u i r y  a r e .  W h ite h e a d 's  p h i l o s o p h i c a l  i d e a l  can 
be c l a r i f i e d  w ith  r e f e r e n c e  to  fo u r  i s s u e s :
1) the  r o l e  o f  r e a s o n  in  p h i l o s o n h i c a l  s p e c u l a t i o n ;
2) th e  p rob lem  o f  p h i l o s o p h i c a l  sy s tem s;
3) th e  c r i t i c i s m  o f  a b s t r a c t i o n s ;
4 )  th e  p la c e  o f  cosmology in  p h i l o s o p h i c a l  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n .
Reason and F a i th  
W hitehead1s c r i t e r i a  f o r  s p e c u l a t i v e  in q u i r y  a r e  grounded in  a 
p h i lo s o p h i c a l  f a i t h  in  " r e a s o n . "  Reason, f o r  W hitehead , in v o lv e s  f a i t h  
i n  th e  " c o n n e c te d n e s s "  o f  th e  u n iv e r s e  a l lo w in g  f o r  th e  i n t e l l i g i b i l i t y  
o f  " r e a l i t y . "  W hitehead r e a d i l y  adm its  t h a t  h i s  b e l i e f  in  th e  r e v e l a ­
to r y  power o f  r e a s o n  i s  based  on an und em o n s trab le  f a i t h .
T hat we f a i l  t o  f in d  i n  e x p e r ie n c e  any e lem en ts  i n t r i n s i c a l l y  
in c a p a b le  o f  e x h i b i t i o n  as  examples o f  a g e n e r a l  th e o ry  i s  th e  
hope o f  r a t i o n a l i s m .  T h is  hope i s  n o t  a m e ta p h y s ic a l  p rem ise .
I t  i s  th e  f a i t h  w hich forms th e  m otive  f o r  th e  p u r s u i t  o f  a l l  
s c ie n c e s  a l i k e ,  in c lu d in g  m e ta p h y s ic s .  (PR, p . 42)
Reason p r e s u p p o s e s , r a t h e r  th an  d e m o n s t r a te s ,  a harm onious cosmos s u b je c t
to  human i n v e s t i g a t i o n .  " F a i th  in  r e a s o n  i s  th e  t r u s t  t h a t  th in g s  l i e
t o g e t h e r  in  a harmony which e x c lu d e s  mere a r b i t r a r i n e s s "  (SMW, p . 18) .
Reason i s  n o t  p a t i e n t  o f  any c o n te n t  we choose to  a s s i g n  i t .  In
our e x p e r ie n c e  t h e r e  a r e  e lem en ts  o f  " g iv e n e s s "  and " s tu b b o rn  f a c t "  which
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r e f u s e  to  be a rgued  away. R e a l i t y  i s  " th e r e "  no m a t te r  what we th in k
ab o u t  i t .  A ccord ing  to  W hitehead ,
T here  must . . .  be  l i m i t s  to  th e  c la im  t h a t  a l l  e lem en ts  
i n  th e  u n iv e r s e  a re  e x p l i c a b l e  by ' t h e o r y . '  For ' t h e o r y '  
i t s e l f  r e q u i r e s  t h a t  t h e r e  be 'g i v e n '  e lem en ts  so  as to  
form th e  m a t e r i a l  f o r  t h e o r i z i n g .  (PR, p .  42)
R a t io n a l  th e o ry  must c o n f r o n t  a r e a l i t y  t h a t  i s  i n  some se n se  " g iv e n . "
I t  c a n n o t  s im ply  b e g in  w i th  " p re m is e s "  and i l l u s t r a t e  l o g i c a l  c o n n e c te d ­
n e s s .  The t a s k  o f  s p e c u l a t i v e  r e c o n s t r u c t i o n  i s  to  seek  coh e ren ce  in  the 
f a c t o r s  t h a t  a r e  t h e r e  to  be found . "P h ilo so p h y  i s  the  s e a rc h  f o r  p r e ­
m is e s .  I t  i s  n o t  d e d u c t io n "  (MT, p . 105).
W h ite h e a d 's  comments sh o u ld  n o t  be i n t e r p r e t e d  as s a n c t i o n in g  a 
v e r s i o n  o f  " b a r e f o o t  e m p i r ic i s m ."  Theory must b e g in  w i th  what i s  " g iv e n ,"  
b u t  what i s  g iv en  i s  n o t  t r a n s p a r e n t  to  human u n d e r s t a n d in g .  F a c t  and 
th e o ry  i n t e r p e n e t r a t e  th rough  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n .  Theory must be t e s t e d  
th rough  th e  c r u c i b l e  o f  e x p e r i e n c e ,  and e x p e r ie n c e  must be i n t e r p r e t e d  in  
l i g h t  o f  c o h e re n t  t h e o r y .  F a i t h  in  th e  c o n n e c te d n ess  o f  r e a l i t y  p re c lu d e s  
an u n d e r s t a n d in g  of " f a c t s "  in  i s o l a t i o n ;  " t h e r e  a r e  no s e l f - s u s t a i n e d  
f a c t s  f l o a t i n g  in  n o n - e n t i t y "  (PR, p .  11 ) .  Thus, th e  b a s ic  demand o f  
r a t i o n a l i s m  i s  t h a t  a scheme o f  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  e x h i b i t  th e  c o n n e c te d n e ss  
o f  a l l  i tem s  o f  e x p e r i e n c e .  The g r e a t  s i n s  a g a i n s t  r a t i o n a l i s m  l i e  in  
a c c e p t in g  in c o h e re n c e  and ig n o r in g  e v id e n c e .  Of th e  two s i n s ,  the  l a t t e r  
i s  p e rh a p s  th e  g r e a t e r .  "Narrowness in  th e  s e l e c t i o n  o f  e v id e n c e "  a r i s e s  
from many s o u rc e s  and r e s u l t s  in  th e  dogm atic  h o ld in g  o f  " u l t im a te  i d e a l s "  
(PR, p . 337). D is c u s s io n  o f  th e  " e v i l s "  which r e s u l t  from th e  "dogm atic  
f a l l a c y "  (AI, p .  145 and pass im ) o f  h o ld in g  to  u l t i m a t e  i d e a l s  w i th  b e l l i ­
co se  c e r t a i n t y  w i l l  have to  be p o s tp o n e d ,  b u t  th e  s i n  d e r i v e s  from the  
r e f u s a l  to  r e c o g n iz e  th e  v a r i e g a t e d  c h a r a c t e r  o f  the  r e a l i t y  we e x p e r ie n c e .  
"P h ilo so p h y  may n o t  n e g l e c t  the  m u l t i f a r i o u s n e s s  o f  th e  w o r ld — th e  f a i r i e s
35
dan ce ,  and C h r i s t  i s  n a i l e d  to  th e  c r o s s "  (PR, p . 338) .
W hitehead i s  w e l l  aware o f  th e  l i m i t a t i o n s  o f  th e  human i n t e l l e c t .
The a t te m p t  to  frame an a d e q u a te  i n t e r p r e t i v e  scheme i s  r e q u i r e d  by a
f a i t h  in  r e a s o n ,  y e t  doomed to  f a i l u r e .
P h i lo s o p h e r s  can  n e v e r  hope f i n a l l y  to  fo rm u la te  t h e s e  m eta­
p h y s ic a l  f i r s t  p r i n c i p l e s .  Weakness o f  i n s i g h t  and d e f i ­
c i e n c i e s  o f  language  s ta n d  in  th e  way in e x o r a b ly .  Words and 
p h ra s e s  must be s t r e t c h e d  toward a g e n e r a l i t y  f o r e i g n  to  t h e i r  
o r d in a r y  u s a g e ;  and however such e le m en ts  o f  language  be 
s t a b i l i z e d  as t e c h n i c a l i t i e s  they  rem ain  m etaphors  m ute ly  
a p p e a l in g  f o r  an im a g in a t iv e  l e a p .
There i s  no f i r s t  p r i n c i p l e  which i s  i t s e l f  unknowable , n o t  
to  be c a p tu re d  by a f l a s h  o f  i n s i g h t .  B u t,  p u t t i n g  a s id e  the  
d i f f i c u l t i e s  o f  lan g u a g e ,  d e f i c i e n c y  in  im a g in a t iv e  p e n e t r a t i o n  
f o r b i d s  p r o g re s s  in  any form o t h e r  th an  an asym potic  approach  
to  a scheme o f  p r i n c i p l e s ,  o n ly  d e f i n a b le  in  term s o f  th e  i d e a l  
which they  sh ou ld  s a t i s f y .  (PR, p . 4 )
The l i m i t s  r e a s o n  i n e v i t a b l y  e n c o u n te rs  canno t  be s p e c i f i e d  in  advance .
In  W h ite h e a d 's  view , we must r e s p e c t  the  i n t e g r i t y  o f  w h a tev er  ev id e n c e  
p r e s e n t s  i t s e l f .  "The r e j e c t i o n  o f  any so u rc e  o f  e v id e n c e  i s  a lw ays 
t r e a s o n  to  t h a t  u l t i m a t e  r a t i o n a l i t y  which u rg e s  fo rw ard  s c ie n c e  and 
p h i lo so p h y  a l i k e "  (FR, p . 6 1 ) .  The c a p a c i ty  o f  e x p e r ie n c e  to  s u r p r i s e  
us m andates a r e s p e c t  f o r  s p e c u l a t i v e  freedom . "To s e t  l i m i t s  to  specu­
l a t i o n  i s  t r e a s o n  to  th e  f u t u r e "  (FR, p . 7 6 ) .  W hitehead f i r m ly  i n s i s t s  
t h a t  we shou ld  be open to  e x p e r ie n c e ,  r e f u s i n g  to  c lo s e  o f f  i n q u i r y  w ith  
dogma.
N o tw i th s ta n d in g  th e  open-ended  c h a r a c t e r  o f  s p e c u l a t i v e  r e a s o n ,
s p e c u l a t i o n  w i l l  s e t  l i m i t s — e m p i r i c a l  and r a t i o n a l — as th o se  l i m i t s  a re
found . Indeed , W hitehead u n d e rs ta n d s  r a t i o n a l i s m  to  be an a t t e m p t  to
push re a s o n  to  i t s  l i m i t s .  The d i s c o v e r y  o f  r a t i o n a l  s p e c u l a t i o n  he
a t t r i b u t e s  to  th e  G reeks.
Reason a p p e a ls  to  th e  o r d e r l i n e s s  o f  what i s  r e a s o n a b le  w h i le  
" s p e c u l a t i o n "  e x p re s s e s  th e  t ra n s c e n d e n c e  o f  any p a r t i c u l a r  
method. The Greek s e c r e t  i s ,  how to  be bounded by method even
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in  i t s  t r a n s c e n d e n c e .  They h a r d ly  u n d e rs to o d  t h e i r  own 
d i s c o v e r y .  But we have th e  advan tage  o f  hav ing  watched 
i t  in  o p e r a t io n  f o r  tw enty  c e n t u r i e s .  (PR, pp. 66 -67)
Reason can  n e v e r  speak  th e  f i n a l  word a b o u t  r e a l i t y ,  f o r  r e a l i t y  i s  an
i n f i n i t y ,  b u t  we can a t te m p t  to  sound " th e  u tm os t  d e p th s  o f  r e a l i t y "
(SMW, p .  2 0 ) .  "The t a s k  o f  r e a s o n  i s  to  fathom  th e  d e e p e r  d e p th s  o f
th e  m any-s idedness  o f  th in g s "  (PR, p .  34 2 ) .  In  th e  f i n a l  a n a l y s i s  the
t r u t h  o f  p h i lo s o p h y  l i e s  in  i t s  a b i l i t y  to  touch upon th e  vague, i l l
u n d e rs to o d  d im ensions  o f  our  e x p e r ie n c e  in  e v o c a t iv e  ways.
P h ilo sophy  i§  a k in  to  p o e t r y ,  and b o th  o f  them seek  to  e x p re s s  
t h a t  u l t i m a t e  good sense  we term  c i v i l i z a t i o n .  In  each  case  
t h e r e  i s  a r e f e r e n c e  to  form beyond th e  d i r e c t  m eanings o f  
w ords. P o e t ry  a l l i e s  i t s e l f  to  m e tre ,  p h i lo s o p h y  to  mathema- 
t i c  p a t t e r n .  (MT, p . 174)
From W h ite h ea d 's  p o in t  o f  v iew , to  ask  g r e a t e r  e x a c tn e s s  from s p e c u la ­
t i v e  p h i lo so p h y  i s  to  ask  i t  to  fo r s a k e  i t s  c a l l i n g ,  to  t r a n s fo r m  i t s e l f  
i n t o  b a r r e n  te c h n iq u e .  He c o n s i s t e n t l y  h o ld s  t h a t  th e  demand f o r  un­
q u a l i f i e d  p r e c i s i o n — c l a r i t y  and d i s t i n c t n e s s — in  m a t t e r s  o f  u l t i m a t e  
co n c ern  i s  an i n v i t a t i o n  to  f a k e r y .
P h i lo s o p h i c a l  Systems 
As n o te d ,  W h ite h ea d 's  p h i lo s o p h y  t a k e s  th e  form o f  an " i n t e r ­
p r e t i v e  scheme" t h a t  a t t e m p ts  to  p r e s e n t  a com prehens ive ,  r a t i o n a l  
i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  the  g e n e r i c  f e a t u r e s  o f  " r e a l i t y . "  An i s s u e  sug­
g e s t s  i t s e l f  f o r  t r e a tm e n t .  Does W hitehead g iv e  us  y e t  a n o th e r  dub­
io u s  "sys tem " o f  p h i lo s o p h y ,  d e s t i n e d  to  ta k e  i t s  p la c e  among o th e r  
d i s c a r d e d  system s o f  th e  p a s t?
The a t te m p t  to  c o n s t r u c t  system s c a p a b le  o f  comprehending th e  
whole o f  r e a l i t y  pe rhaps  reach ed  i t s  h ig h  w a te r  mark in  th e  w r i t i n g s  
o f  the  " c o n t i n e n t a l  r a t i o n a l i s t s " — D e s c a r t e s ,  L e ib n iz  and Sp inoza .
And th e  r o l e  o f  system s in  p o l i t i c a l  th o u g h t  i s  a t t e s t e d  by the
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c o n t r o v e r s i e s  s u r ro u n d in g  p o l i t i c a l  t h i n k e r s  r a n g in g  from Marx to  
David E a s to n .  The t w e n t i e th  c e n tu r y  has  w i tn e s s e d  a p h i l o s o p h i c a l  
r e v o l t  a g a i n s t  th e  sys tem  which i s  b o th  p re sa g e d  and e p i g r a m a t i c a l l y  
summarized in  N i e t z c h e 's  s u c c i n c t  f o rm u la t io n :  " I  m i s t r u s t  a l l  s y s -
t e m a t i z e r s  and I  avo id  them. The w i l l  to  a sy s tem  i s  a la c k  o f  i n te g -  
r i t y . "  W hitehead i s  w e l l  aware o f  th e  c h a rg e s  t h a t  have been  l e v ie d  
a g a i n s t  p h i l o s o p h i c a l  sy s te m s .  One c r i t i c i s m  c e n t e r s  around th e  in co n ­
c lu s i v e n e s s  o f  m e ta p h y s ic a l  i n q u i r y .  "European th o u g h t  i s  r e p r e s e n t e d  
as l i t t e r e d  w i th  m e ta p h y s ic a l  sy s te m s ,  abandoned and u n r e c o n c i l e d "  (PR, 
p. 1 4 ) .  W hitehead r e p l i e s  t h a t  t h i s  argum ent i s  e q u a l l y  e f f e c t i v e  
a g a i n s t  " s c i e n c e . "
We no more r e t a i n  th e  p h y s ic s  o f  th e  s e v e n te e n th  c e n tu r y  
th an  we do th e  C a r t e s i a n  p h i lo s o p h y  o f  t h a t  c e n tu r y .  Yet 
w i t h in  l i m i t s ,  b o th  sys tem s e x p re s s  im p o r ta n t  t r u t h s .  (PR, 
p . 14)
W hitehead i n d i c a t e s  t h a t  th e  m ajor  weakness o f  p h i l o s o p h i c a l  system s i s  
" o v e r s t a t e m e n t . "  "The aim  o f  g e n e r a l i z a t i o n  i s  sound, b u t  th e  e s t im a te  
o f  s u c c e s s  i s  e x a g g e ra te d "  (PR, p . 7 ) .  N e v e r th e le s s ,  th e  c r i t i c  o f  a 
system  sh o u ld  n o t  s u b s t i t u t e  coun ter-dogm a f o r  dogma; th e  t a s k  i s  to  
d e te rm in e  what range  o f  a p p l i c a b i l i t y — what g r a i n  o f  t r u t h — th e  i n t e r ­
p r e t a t i o n  h a s ,
A part  from th e  argum ent from i n c o n c l u s iv e n e s s ,  W hitehead i s  w e l l  
aware o f  a n o th e r  c o m p la in t  t h a t  can be b ro u g h t  a g a i n s t  p h i l o s o p h i c a l  
sy s te m s .  A sy s tem , i n s o f a r  a s  i t  c la im s  to  be c o n c lu s i v e ,  may d i v e r t  our
2
F r e d e r i c h  N ie tz s c h e ,  T w i l ig h t  o f  the  I d o l s , in  The P o r ta b l e  
N i e tz s c h e , t r a n s .  and ed .  W a lte r  Kaufmann (New York: V ik in g ,  1954;
V ik ing  P a p e rb a c k ,  1968), p. 470 . For an a n a l y s i s  and c r i t i q u e  o f  
N i e t z s c h e ' s  a t t i t u d e  toward " sy s te m s"  se e  W a lte r  Kaufmann, N i e t z s c h e : 
P h i lo s o p h e r ,  P s y c h o lo g i s t ,  A n t i - C h r i s t  4 th  ed .  ( P r i n c e to n :  P r in c e to n
U n iv e r s i ty  P r e s s ,  1974), pp. 72-95 .
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a t t e n t i o n  from genu ine  e x p e r ie n c e s  t h a t  do n o t  f i t  i n t o  th e  scheme. 
W hitehead n o te s  o f  W il l ia m  James t h a t  " h i s  i n t e l l e c t u a l  l i f e  was one 
p r o t e s t  a g a i n s t  the  d i s m i s s a l  o f  e x p e r ie n c e  in  the  i n t e r e s t  o f  system " 
(MT, p . 3 ) .  N e v e r th e le s s ,  W hitehead does n o t  b e l i e v e  t h a t  s y s te m a t ic  
i n t e r p r e t a t i o n s  a re  d i s p e n s i b l e .  "System  i s  im p o r ta n t .  I t  i s  n e c e s ­
s a ry  f o r  th e  h a n d l in g ,  f o r  th e  u t i l i z a t i o n ,  and f o r  th e  c r i t i c i s m  o f  
th e  th o u g h ts  which th ro n g  i n t o  our  e x p e r ie n c e "  (MT, p . 2 ) .  Both the  
f u n c t io n s  o f  "assem b lage"  and s y s t e m a t i z a t i o n  a r e  n e c e s s a ry  f o r  th e  i n ­
t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  r e a l i t y .  Assemblage h as  p r i o r i t y  as  th e  "p r im a ry  s t a g e "  
o f  p h i l o s o p h i c a l  i n q u i r y ,  b u t  " th e  e n te r t a in m e n t  o f  n o t io n s  o f  l a r g e ,  
a d e q u a te  g e n e r a l i t y "  i s  " th e  v e ry  e s se n c e  o f  c i v i l i z a t i o n "  (MT, pp. 2 -3 )  
W h ite h e a d 's  b a s ic  c o n c lu s io n  i s  t h a t
We must be s y s t e m a t i c ;  b u t  we sh ou ld  keep our system s open.
In  o t h e r  w ords, we shou ld  be s e n s i t i v e  to  t h e i r  l i m i t a t i o n s .
There is  always a  vague beyond, w a i t i n g  f o r  p e n e t r a t i o n  in  
r e s p e c t  to  i t s  d e t a i l .  (MT, p . 6)
W hitehead always p r e f a c e s  h i s  s ta t e m e n ts  abou t  the  f u n c t io n  o f  an i n t e r ­
p r e t i v e  scheme w i th  words l i k e  " e n d e a v o r ,"  " a t t e m p t , "  " e f f o r t . "
T h e o r e t i c a l  th o u g h t  has  no f i n a l  r e s t i n g  p l a c e ,  and c la im s  o f
f i n a l i t y  in  i n t e l l e c t u a l  l i f e  a w a i t  a lm os t  c e r t a i n  r e f u t a t i o n .  T h is  doe
n o t  mean t h a t  th e  e f f o r t  has  no v a lu e .  As W hitehead o b s e rv e s ,
in  i t s  tu r n  eve ry  p h i lo s o p h y  w i l l  s u f f e r  a d e p o s i t i o n .
But th e  bund le  o f  p h i lo s o p h ic  system s e x p re s s e s  a v a r i e t y  
o f  g e n e r a l  t r u t h s  ab o u t  th e  u n i v e r s e ,  a w a i t in g  c o o rd in a ­
t i o n  and a ss ig n m en t o f  t h e i r  v a r io u s  sp h e re s  o f  v a l i d i t y .
(PR, p .  7)
W h ite h e a d 's  immense r e s p e c t  f o r  g r e a t  sys tem  b u i l d e r s  such a s  Spinoza 
i s  tem pered by h i s  r e f u s a l  to  s u b o rd in a te  e x p e r ie n c e  o r  s p e c u l a t i v e  f r e e  
dom to  th e  e x ig e n c ie s  o f  a sys tem . W hitehead l i n k s  h i s  a t t i t u d e  to  
P l a t o .
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S y s t e m a t i z a t i o n  i s  e n t i r e l y  a l i e n  . . .  to  P l a t o  . . . .
He i s  c a r e f u l ,  a s  he says  in  one o f  h i s  l e t t e r s ,  t h a t  he 
does n o t  g iv e  us a " sy s tem " o f  P l a t o n i c  p h i lo s o p h y .  He 
says  t h e r e  i s  none, y e t  in  th e  n i n e t e e n t h  c e n tu r y  how th e  
German c l a s s i c a l  s c h o la r s  lab o u re d  to  c o n s t r u c t  a P l a to n i c  
sys tem  o f  p h i lo s o p h y !  "Now e x a c t l y  what d id  P l a to  mean?"
He was a t  p a in s  n e v e r  to  mean a n y th in g  e x a c t ly .  He gave 
e v e ry  s id e  o f  a q u e s t io n  i t s  due .  1 have o f t e n  done the  
same, advancing  some a s p e c t  which I  th o u g h t  d e se rv e d  a t t e n ­
t i o n ,  and th en  in  some l a t e r  work, p r e s e n t i n g  i t s  o p p o s i t e .
In  consequence  I  am a ccused  o f  i n c o n s i s t e n c y  and s e l f -  
c o n t r a d i c t i o n . "  ( D ia l ,  p .  306)
In  W h ite h e a d 's  u n d e r s t a n d in g ,  w e s te r n  p h i lo s o p h y  i s  a s e r i e s  o f  " f o o t ­
n o te s  to  P l a t o , "  (PR, p . 3 9 ) .  C o n se q u e n tly ,  he ju d g es  th e  "open system " 
to  r e f l e c t  th e  b e s t  f e a t u r e s  o f  the  c l a s s i c a l  t r a d i t i o n .
The C r i t i c i s m  o f  A b s t r a c t io n s  
W h ite h e a d 's  a t t i t u d e  toward a b s t r a c t i o n s  i s  somewhat a m b iv a le n t .  
W hitehead rem arks t h a t  " a lm o s t  any id e a  which jo g s  you o u t  o f  your 
c u r r e n t  a b s t r a c t i o n s  may be b e t t e r  th an  n o th in g "  (SMW, p .  6 2 ) .  N e v e r th e ­
l e s s ,  he does n o t  h o ld  w i th  th o se  t h in k e r s  who b e l i e v e  t h a t  we can sim ply 
d i s p e n s e  w i th  a b s t r a c t i o n s  and b a se  ou r  th o u g h t  e x c l u s i v e l y  on " c o n c r e te "  
o r  " im m edia te"  e x p e r ie n c e .  He r e c o g n iz e s  th e  n e c e s s i t y  and v a lu e  o f  
a b s t r a c t i o n s  f o r  c i v i l i z e d  th o u g h t .  The d anger  o f  a b s t r a c t  th o u g h t  l i e s  
in  th e  tendency  to  a s s i g n  to  our  c o n c e p t u a l i z a t i o n s  dogm atic  f i n a l i t y .  
A b s t r a c t io n s  t h a t  a r e  a p p r o p r i a t e  f o r  th e  s p e c i a l  s c i e n c e s  a r e  o f t e n  a s ­
sumed to  p o s s e s s  u n q u a l i f i e d  v a l i d i t y ;  t h e r e f o r e ,  the  m is s io n  o f  p h i lo s o ­
phy in v o lv e s  " th e  c r i t i c i s m  o f  a b s t r a c t i o n s  which govern  s p e c i a l  modes 
o f  th o u g h t"  (MT, p . 4 9 ) .  W hitehead t e r s e l y  c a p tu r e s  the  c o n c e p t io n  o f  
p h i lo s o p h y  as c r i t i c  o f  the  s p e c i a l  s c i e n c e s '  a b s t r a c t i o n s :  "P h ilo so p h y
i s  th e  w e ld ing  o f  im a g in a t io n  and common se n se  i n t o  a r e s t r a i n t  upon 
s p e c i a l i s t s ,  and a l s o  i n t o  an e n la rg em e n t  o f  t h e i r  im a g in a t io n s "  (PR, 
p. 17 ) .  C r i t i c a l  r e a s o n  exposes  th e  u n c o n s c io u s ly  h e ld  p r e s u p p o s i t i o n s
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o f  a s p e c i a l i z e d  d i s c i p l i n e  and h o ld s  f o r t h  more com prehensive  p e r s p e c ­
t i v e s .
The c r i t i c a l  a t t i t u d e  o f  p h i lo s o p h y  toward th e  p r e v a i l i n g  a b s t r a c ­
t i o n s  i s  n o t  a m a t t e r  o f  i d l e  p e d a n t r y .  W hitehead i n s i s t s  t h a t  th e  k in d s  
o f  a b s t r a c t i o n s  we e n t e r t a i n  b e a r  m oral  and p o l i t i c a l  c o nsequences .
The d i s a d v a n ta g e  o f  e x c lu s i v e  a t t e n t i o n  to  a group o f  
a b s t r a c t i o n s  however w e l l - f o u n d e d ,  i s  t h a t ,  by th e  n a tu r e  
o f  th e  c a s e ,  you have a b s t r a c t e d  from th e  rem a inde r  o f  
t h in g s .  In  so f a r  a s  th e  ex c lu d ed  th in g s  a r e  im p o r ta n t  
in  your e x p e r ie n c e ,  you r  modes o f  th o u g h t  a r e  n o t  f i t t e d  
to  d e a l  w i th  them. You ca n n o t  th in k  w i th o u t  a b s t r a c t i o n s ;  
a c c o r d in g ly ,  i t  i s  o f  u tm o s t  im p o r tan ce  to  be v i g i l a n t  in  
c r i t i c a l l y  r e v i s i n g  your modes o f  a b s t r a c t i o n .  I t  i s  h e re  
t h a t  p h i lo s o p h y  f in d s  i t s  n ic h e  as  e s s e n t i a l  to  th e  h e a l t h y  
p r o g re s s  o f  s o c i e t y .  I t  i s  th e  c r i t i c  o f  a b s t r a c t i o n s .  A 
c i v i l i z a t i o n  which c a n n o t  b u r s t  th rough  i t s  c u r r e n t  a b s t r a c ­
t i o n s  i s  doomed to  s t e r i l i t y  a f t e r  a v e ry  l im i t e d  p e r io d  o f  
p r o g r e s s .  (SMW, p .  59)
W hitehead i n d i c a t e s  t h a t  th e  c r i t i c i s m  o f  a b s t r a c t i o n s  must a p p e a l  to  
e x p e r ie n c e  and r e a s o n ,  b u t  th e  e f f o r t  i s  f r a u g h t  w i th  p i t f a l l s  (SMW, 
p .  18 ) .  He assumes t h a t  an a n a l y s i s  o f  th e  g e n e r i c  f e a t u r e s  c o n s t i t u t i n g  
" r e a l i t y "  i s  c o n c e iv a b le  and t h a t  a t t e m p t in g  th e  a n a ly s i s  i s  d e s i r a b l e .  
N e v e r th e le s s ,  p h i l o s o p h i c a l  th e o ry  w i l l  n o rm a l ly  f a l l  w e l l  s h o r t  o f  com­
p l e t e  adequacy . In d eed ,  what i s  r e v e a le d  i n  th e  a t t e m p t  to  d eve lop  com­
p r e h e n s iv e  t h e o r i e s  i s  th e  deep l i m i t a t i o n  o f  ou r  c h e r i s h e d  a b s t r a c t i o n s  
r a t h e r  th an  t h e i r  u n q u a l i f i e d  v a l i d i t y .  We c a n n o t  e x p e c t  maximum c l a r i t y ,  
d i s t i n c t n e s s  and v a l i d i t y  in  ou r  t h e o r i e s .
One o f  th e  most s e r i o u s  b a r r i e r s  to  t o t a l  u n d e rs t a n d in g  i s  ou r  
r e l i a n c e  upon lan g u ag e , (how ever, W hitehead i s  w e l l  aware t h a t  " la n g u a g e "  
i s  i t s e l f  a v e ry  a b s t r a c t  and i l l  u n d e rs to o d  n o t i o n . )  W hitehead view s 
language  as  a t r u l y  r e m a rk a b le  and q u i t e  f o r t u n a t e  e v o l u t i o n .  V a luab le  
pu rp o se s  a r e  met th rough  i t s  u s e  t h a t  cou ld  n o t  be met o th e r w is e .  None­
t h e l e s s ,  the  o r i g i n  and deve lopm ent o f  language  h a s  been  l a r g e l y  d i r e c t e d
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toward m ee ting  p r a c t i c a l  e n d s .  Language i s  n o t  i d e a l l y  s u i t e d  f o r  
t h e o r e t i c a l  p u rp o s e s .  The langauge  o f  p r e d i c a b l e  s u b je c t s  and p a s ­
s iv e  o b j e c t s  i s  u s e f u l  f o r  s u r v i v a l  and a e s t h e t i c  s a t i s f a c t i o n ,  b u t  
t h i s  language c a n n o t  speak  th e  f i n a l  word in  m etap h y s ic s  and cosmology.
Language a ro s e  w i th  a d o m in a tin g  r e f e r e n c e  t o  an immediate 
s i t u a t i o n .  W hether i t  was s i g n a l  o r  e x p r e s s io n ,  above a l l  
t h in g s  i t  was t h i s  r e a c t i o n  to  t h a t  s i t u a t i o n  in  t h i s  e n v i r ­
onment. (MT, p .  38. The i t a l i c s  a r e  in  th e  o r i g i n a l . )
Thus, lan g u ag e , i f  i t  i s  to  r i s e  to  th e  h i g h e s t  l e v e l  o f  u n d e rs ta n d in g
and e x p r e s s io n ,  must t r a n s c e n d  th e  p a r t i c u l a r i t y  in  which i t  i s  g rounded .
C o n se q u e n tly ,  we de v e lo p  p h i lo s o p h y  and p o e t r y  which must a p p e a l  to
" v iv i d  f e e l i n g  o f  what l i e s  beyond w ords" (MT, pp. 5; 174 and p a s s im ) .
W hitehead c o n s i s t e n t l y  r e j e c t s  th e  c r i t e r i a  o f  c l a r i t y  and d i s ­
t i n c t n e s s  as  the  s ta n d a r d s  f o r  th e  t r u t h  and r i g h t n e s s  o f  c o n c e p ts .  
S e r io u s  e r r o r s  d e r i v e  from e x c l u s i v e l y  fo c u s in g  upon th e  c l e a r e s t  and 
most d i s t i n c t  f e a t u r e s  o f  our c o n sc io u s  e x p e r ie n c e .  W hitehead deve lops  
some c o g e n t  exam ples o f  how our  most c l e a r  (and p resum ably  most ade­
q u a te )  a b s t r a c t i o n s  shade o f f  i n t o  monumental v a g a r i e s .  In  W h ite h ea d 's  
u n d e r s t a n d in g  o f  a b s t r a c t i o n s ,  our  most " s im p le "  and d i r e c t  co n c ep ts  
shade o f f  i n t o  a v a s t  penumbra o f  u n c le a r  r e l a t i o n s ,  p a ra m e te rs  and 
s p e c i f i c a t i o n s .  W hitehead even a t t e m p ts  t o  d i s s o l v e  th e  c r y s t a l  c l a r i t y  
o f  s t a p l e  a b s t r a c t i o n s  such as  " C a e sa r"  and "one and one makes two" (PR, 
pp. 1 9 5 -1 9 9 ) .3
W h ite h e a d 's  b a s i c a l l y  c o n c lu d e s  t h a t  h ig h  gauge th o u g h t  can n e v e r  
c o m p le te ly  t r a n s c e n d  p o e t r y  and myth. He a g re e s  w i th  P l a t o  t h a t
3
C f.  P l a t o ,  Seventh  L e t t e r  342-343; P l a to  C r a ty lu s  438.
The s i m i l a r i t y  o f  th e s e  p a s sa g e s  to  W h ite h ea d 's  o u t lo o k  and p ro ce d u re  
was c a l l e d  to  my a t t e n t i o n  by E l l i s  Sandoz.
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" th e  deeper  t r u t h s  must be adumbrated by myths" (MT, p . 10 ) .  But t h i s  
does n o t  mean t h a t  j u s t  any myth w i l l  do . A l l  o f  our  id e a s  and fo rm ulae  
must be t e s t e d  by the  c r u c i b l e  o f  r e a s o n  and e x p e r ie n c e .
Cosmology
W h ite h ea d 's  approach  to  p h i lo s o p h y  in v o lv e s  th e  v iew  t h a t  specu ­
l a t i o n  shou ld  c u lm in a te  in  a "cosm o logy ."  Indeed , h i s  magnum o p u s ,
P ro c e s s  and R e a l i t y  i s  s u b t i t l e d  An Essay  in  Cosmology. The obv ious  
q u e s t io n  i s :  What i s  cosmology? E lsew h e re ,  W hitehead d e f i n e s  cosmology
as
th e  e f f o r t  to  frame a scheme o f  th e  g e n e r a l  c h a r a c t e r  o f  
th e  p r e s e n t  s t a g e  o f  th e  u n i v e r s e .  The c o sm o lo g ic a l  scheme 
shou ld  p r e s e n t  th e  genus ,  f o r  which th e  s p e c i a l  schemes o f  
th e  s c ie n c e s  a r e  th e  s p e c i e s .  (FR, p .  76)
At l e a s t  two q u e s t io n s  seem n a t u r a l :  Why i s  t h e r e  em phasis  on " th e  p r e ­
s e n t  s ta g e  o f  th e  u n iv e r s e " ?  And why i s  cosmology presumed to  be more 
com prehensive th a n  " th e  s p e c i a l  schemes o f  th e  s c ie n c e s " ?
The answer to  th e  f i r s t  q u e s t i o n  w i l l  be c l a r i f i e d  a t  l e n g th  in  
th e  s e c t i o n s  on " n a t u r a l  law" i n  th e  n e x t  c h a p te r ,  b u t  a  p r e l im in a r y  
answer can be g iv en  by d i s t i n g u i s h i n g  "cosmology" from " m e ta p h y s ic s . "
From the  v a r io u s  fo rm u la t io n s  o f  th e  meaning o f  m e ta p h y s ic s  in  W hitehead , 
C h a r le s  H a r ts h o rn e  has  a b s t r a c t e d  what 1 c o n s id e r  to  be a f a i r  summary 
s ta t e m e n t .  "By 'm e ta p h y s ic s '  I  mean th e  s tu d y  o f  n e c e s s a ry ,  e t e r n a l ,  com-
4
p l e t e l y  u n i v e r s a l  a s p e c t s  o f  r e a l i t y . "  He c o u n te rp o s e s  m e ta p h y s ic s  to  
cosmology which i s  d e f in e d  as  " th e  a t t e m p t ,  com bining  m e ta p h y s ic s  and 
s c i e n t i f i c  knowledge, to  d i s c e r n  th e  l a r g e ,  c o m p a ra t iv e ly  u n i v e r s a l
4
C h a r le s  H a r ts h o rn e ,  W h ite h e a d 's  P h i lo so p h y :  S e le c te d  E s s a y s ,
1935-1970, (L in c o ln :  U n i v e r s i ty  o f  Nebraska P r e s s ,  1972), p. 9.
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f e a t u r e s  o f  n a tu r e  as  now c o n s t i t u t e d . " ^  On s e v e r a l  o c c a s io n s  H ar tsh o rn e  
i l l u s t r a t e s  th e  d i s t i n c t i o n  by n o t in g  t h a t  i t  i s  a m e ta p h y s ic a l  t r u t h  
t h a t  t h e r e  m ust be a " w o r ld ."  The c h a r a c t e r  o f  t h i s  w orld i s  e x p l i c a b l e  
i n  term s o f  f e a t u r e s  t h a t  may n o t  a p p ly  to  any w orld  t h a t  may have o r  may 
y e t  e x i s t .  Thus, W h ite h ea d 's  p h i lo s o p h y  i s  concerned  p r i m a r i l y  w i th  d e s ­
c r i b i n g  th e  f e a t u r e s  o f  th e  p r e s e n t  "cosm ic epoch" which " i s  dom inated by 
a s o c i e t y  o f  e le c t r o m a g n e t ic  o c c a s io n s "  (PR, p .  9 8 ) .  The " n a tu r e "  o f  
t h e s e  " e l e c t r o m a g n e t i c  o c c a s io n s "  c o n s t i t u t e s  th e  c e n t e r  o f  the  acco u n t  
i n  C h ap te r  F ou r .  At t h i s  p o i n t ,  s u f f i c e  i t  t o  n o te  t h a t  th e  d i s t i n c t i o n  
betw een "m e ta p h y s ic s "  and "cosm ology" i s  n o t  always c l e a r .  For i n s t a n c e ,  
th e  f a c t  t h a t  t h e r e  i s  now a p l u r a l i t y  o f  " a c t u a l  e n t i t i e s "  may o r  may 
n o t  imply t h a t  t h e r e  always was and alw ays w i l l  be a p l u r a l i t y .  W hite­
head would i n s i s t  on th e  n e c e s s i t y  o f  t h e r e  b e in g  a p l u r a l i t y .  The i n t e r ­
e s t i n g  q u e s t io n  c e n t e r s  around th e  p re s e n c e  o f  th e s e  e n t i t i e s  in  the  
"w orld"  we happen  to  e x p e r i e n c e .
The second q u e s t io n  can  be answered w i th  r e f e r e n c e  to  the  r e q u i r e ­
ment t h a t  a c o sm o lo g ic a l  scheme be l o g i c a l ,  c o h e r e n t ,  a p p l i c a b l e  and ade­
q u a te .  A scheme o f  th e  s p e c i a l  s c i e n c e s  which ig n o re s  ev id e n c e  o f  e x p e r ­
ie n c e  c a n n o t  be a d e q u a te .  And i f  i t s  a s su m p tio n s  c o n t r a d i c t  one a n o th e r ,  
i t  i s  n e i t h e r  l o g i c a l  nor  c o h e r e n t .  The ban ishm en t o f  " m e n ta l i t y "  from 
c e r t a i n  s c i e n t i f i c  schemes f a i l s  on th e  co u n t  o f  adequacy . For i n s t a n c e ,  
an a d e q u a te  cosmology, in  W h ite h e a d 's  v iew , would n o t  ig n o re  th e  common 
e x p e r ie n c e s  which may be ,  in  some s e n s e ,  deno ted  as " m e n ta l . "  Nor should  
cosmology f a l l  i n t o  th e  t r a p  o f  in co h e ren c e  by p o s i t i n g  a r a d i c a l l y  d i s ­
j o i n t e d  mind-body d u a l ism .  Every e lem en t o f  e x p e r ie n c e  must r e c e iv e  i t s
5 Ib id .
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p ro p e r  n o t i c e ,  and the  t o g e th e r n e s s  o f  e x p e r ie n c e  must no t be u n d e r ­
mined .
In  f o rm u la t in g  h i s  cosmology, W hitehead found h im s e l f  a t  odds 
w i th  many s i g n i f i c a n t  p h i l o s o p h i c a l  d o c t r i n e s .  W hitehead p r o v id e s  us 
w i th  a handy " l i s t  o f  p r e v a l e n t  h a b i t s  o f  th o u g h t ,  which a r e  r e p u d ia te d ,  
i n s o f a r  a s  c o n c e rn s  t h e i r  i n f lu e n c e  on p h i lo s o p h y "  (PR, p . x i i i ) .  The 
l i s t  w i l l  d e r i v e  g r e a t e r  c l a r i t y  a s  th e  e x p o s i t i o n  p r o c e e d s ,  b u t  i t  can 
be seen  r e a d i l y  t h a t  W h ite h e a d 's  c r i t i c a l  eye ran g e s  w ide— from A r i s t o t l e  
to  p o s i t i v i s m  and beyond. The l i s t  i n c lu d e s :
( i )  The d i s t r u s t  o f  s p e c u l a t i v e  p h i lo s o p h y .
( i i )  The t r u s t  in  language  as  an a d e q u a te  e x p r e s s io n  o f
p r o p o s i t i o n s .
( i i i )  The mode o f  p h i l o s o p h i c a l  th o u g h t  which im p l ie s ,  
and i s  im p l ie d  by th e  f a c u l ty - p s y c h o l o g y .
( i v )  The s u b j e c t - p r e d i c a t e  form o f  e x p r e s s io n .
(v )  The s e n s a t i o n a l i s t  d o c t r i n e  o f  p e r c e p t i o n .
( v i )  The d o c t r i n e  o f  vacuous a c t u a l i t y .
( v i i )  The K an t ia n  d o c t r i n e  o f  th e  o b j e c t i v e  w orld  as  a
t h e o r e t i c a l  c o n s t r u c t  from s u b j e c t i v e  e x p e r ie n c e .
( v i i i )  A r b i t r a r y  d e d u c t io n s  i n  ex a b su rdo  a rgum en ts .
( i x )  B e l i e f  t h a t  l o g i c a l  i n c o n s i s t e n c i e s  can i n d i c a t e  
a n y th in g  e l s e  th a n  some a n te c e d e n t  e r r o r s .
(PR, p .  x i i i )
W hitehead i n d i c a t e s  t h a t  th e  g r e a t  c u l p r i t  in  p rom oting  th e s e  "myths" 
was n i n e t e e n t h - c e n t u r y  p h i lo s o p h y ,  b u t  th e  myths have s u r f a c e d  throughout 
th e  h i s t o r y  o f  w e s te r n  p h i lo s o p h y .  W h ite h e a d 's  s h a rp  c r i t i c i s m s  o f  impor­
t a n t  p h i l o s o p h i c a l  d o c t r i n e s  does n o t  p la c e  him i n  o p p o s i t i o n  to  w e s te rn  
p h i lo s o p h y .  His p h i lo s o p h y ,  no l e s s  th a n  o t h e r  w e s te rn  p h i lo s o p h i e s ,  can 
be p r o p e r ly  c o n s t r u e d  as a " f o o t n o te  to  P l a t o . "  W hitehead a t te m p ts  to  
tak e  th o s e ,  o f t e n  u n c o n s c io u s ,  e lem en ts  o f  th e  w e s te rn  t r a d i t i o n  which 
he f e e l s  can be p r o f i t a b l y  r e t a i n e d  to  d e v e lo p  h i s  own s y n t h e s i s — perhaps  
th e  most m a g n i f ic e n t  s y n th e s i s  the  t w e n t i e t h - c e n t u r y  has  seen  o r  w i l l  s e e .
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W hitehead and C l a s s i c a l  S p e c u la t io n  
The p re c e d in g  comments shou ld  s e rv e  to  i l l u s t r a t e  th e  d e g re e  to  
which W hitehead s h a re s  in  th e  c l a s s i c a l  q u e s t  f o r  com prehensive u n d e r­
s t a n d i n g .  F u r th e r  i n d i c a t i o n  i s  p ro v id e d  by W h ite h ea d 's  rem arks on the  
G reeks ( r e f e r r i n g  p r i m a r i l y  to  P l a t o  and A r i s t o t l e ) .
In  th e  f i r s t  p l a c e ,  th e y  were unboundedly  c u r i o u s .  They 
p robed  i n t o  e v e r y t h in g ,  q u e s t io n e d  e v e r y th in g ,  and sough t 
to  u n d e rs ta n d  e v e r y t h in g .  This  i s  m ere ly  to  say  t h a t  they 
were s p e c u l a t i v e  t o  a s u p e r l a t i v e  d e g re e .  In  th e  second 
p l a c e ,  th e y  were r i g i d l y  s y s te m a t ic  b o th  in  t h e i r  aim a t  
c l e a r  d e f i n i t i o n  and a t  l o g i c a l  c o n s i s t e n c y .  In  f a c t ,  th ey  
in v e n te d  lo g ic  i n  o r d e r  to  be c o n s i s t e n t .  T h i r d ly ,  they  
were om nivorous in  t h e i r  i n t e r e s t s —n a t u r a l  s c i e n c e ,  e t h i c s ,  
m a th e m a tic s ,  p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h y ,  m e ta p h y s ic s ,  th e o lo g y ,  
e s t h e t i c s ,  and a l l  a l i k e  a t t r a c t e d  t h e i r  c u r i o s i t y .  Nor 
d id  they  keep th e s e  s u b j e c t s  r i g i d l y  a p a r t .  They v e ry  d e l i b ­
e r a t e l y  s t r o v e  to  combine them i n t o  one c o h e re n t  sys tem  o f  
i d e a s .  F o u r th ly ,  th ey  so u g h t  t r u t h s  o f  th e  h i g h e s t  g e n e r ­
a l i t y .  A lso ,  in  s e e k in g  th e s e  t r u t h s ,  th ey  p a id  a t t e n t i o n  
to  th e  whole body o f  t h e i r  v a r i e d  i n t e r e s t s .  F i f t h l y ,  they  
were men w i th  a c t i v e  p r a c t i c a l  i n t e r e s t s .  (FR, pp. 82-83)
T h is  p a s sa g e  s e rv e s  as  an a d m ira b le  summary o f  W h ite h e a d 's  u n d e rs ta n d in g  
o f  Greek p h i lo s o p h y ,  h i s  c o n c e p t io n  o f  the  m is s io n  o f  p h i lo so p h y  and h i s  
u n d e r s t a n d in g  o f  h i s  own l i f e ' s  work. W hitehead c o n s c io u s ly  sough t  to  
p u rsu e  a mode o f  th o u g h t  he f e l t  had d i s a p p e a re d .  With the  trium ph o f  
Newtonian m a t e r i a l i s m  i n  the  s c i e n c e s ,  t h e r e  r e s u l t e d  a d i v i s i o n  between 
" n a t u r a l  s c i e n c e , "  concerned  w i th  " m a t t e r , "  and "m oral s c i e n c e , "  con­
c e rn e d  w i th  "m ind ."  C o n se q u e n tly ,  " th e  whole c o n c e p t io n  o f  p h i lo so p h y  
a s  concerned  w i th  th e  d i s c i p l i n e  o f  s p e c u l a t i v e  Reason, to  which n o th in g  
i s  a l i e n ,  has  v a n is h e d "  (FR, pp. 50 -51 ;  c f .  SMW, p .  5 5 ) .  W hitehead took 
i t  a s  h i s  t a s k  t o  p r e s e r v e  t h i s  l o s t  mode o f  p h i lo s o p h i c a l  d i s c o u r s e .
The r e f e r e n c e  t o  Newtonian m a te r i a l i s m  p o i n t s  to  an i s s u e  r e q u i r ­
in g  f u r t h e r  e l a b o r a t i o n :  th e  r o l e  o f  cosmology in  c l a s s i c a l  p h i lo s o p h i c a l
s p e c u l a t i o n .  In  W h ite h e a d 's  v iew , cosmology i s  an i n t e g r a l  p a r t  o f  
c l a s s i c a l  p h i lo s o p h y .  In  h i s  comments on P l a to  and A r i s t o t l e ,  he n o te s
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t h a t  s p e c u l a t i v e  Reason " se e k s  to  b u i l d  a cosmology e x p re s s in g  th e  g e n e ra l  
n a tu r e  o f  the  w orld  as  d i s c l o s e d  in  human i n t e r e s t s "  (FR, pp. 8 5 ) .  Cos­
mology i s  th e  " c u lm in a t io n "  o f  a p h i lo s o p h y  which e x p re s s e s  " u n i v e r s a l i t y "  
o f  i n t e r e s t s  (FR, pp. 8 4 -8 6 ) .  W hitehead s t r e s s e s  m e ta p h y s ic a l  and cosmo­
l o g i c a l  s p e c u l a t i o n  as th e  i n d i s p e n s i b l e  c o n te x t  f o r  o t h e r  p h i l o s o p h i c a l  
i n q u i r i e s .  For i n s t a n c e ,  he u rg e s  t h a t  ou r  c o n t r o v e r s i e s  on s o c i o l o g i c a l  
th e o ry  a r e  s u p e r f i c i a l  " a p a r t  from some more fundam en ta l  d e te r m in a t io n  o f  
what we a re  t a l k i n g  a b o u t"  (SMW, p .  3 9 ) .  C on tex t i s  th e  key f o r  W hitehead . 
P o l i t i c s ,  l i k e  cosmology, i s  an i n t e g r a l ,  n o t  an i n c i d e n t a l ,  c oncern  fo r  
p h i lo s o p h y .  P l a t o  does n o t  d e c id e  t o  p u t  a s id e  h i s  p h i lo s o p h i c a l  q u e s t  
i n  o r d e r  to  w r i t e  a  few l i n e s  on p o l i t i c s ;  p o l i t i c a l  q u e s t io n s  a r i s e  
n a t u r a l l y  in  th e  s e a rc h  f o r  th e  w hole .
W h ite h ea d 's  views on th e  r e l e v a n c e  o f  cosmology a re  p a r a l l e l e d  and 
c l a r i f i e d  in  some comments by Leo S t r a u s s .  S t r a u s s  a t t e m p ts  to  a d d re s s  
th e  ch a rg e  t h a t  c l a s s i c a l  p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h y  i s  "bound up w i th  an a n t i ­
qu a ted  c o sm o logy ."8 He r e p l i e s  t h a t  c l a s s i c a l  p h i lo s o p h y  was o r i g i n a t e d  
i n  a "knowledge o f  th e  e lu s i v e  c h a r a c t e r  o f  the  t r u t h ,  o f  th e  w h o le . " 7
A p h i lo s o p h y  t h a t  s t r i v e s  d i l i g e n t l y  to  d i s c o v e r  "what i s  human in  man"
8w i l l  be open to  " th e  fundam en ta l  and perm anent p ro b le m s ."
For to  a r t i c u l a t e  th e  s i t u a t i o n  o f  man means to  a r t i c u l a t e  
m an 's  openness  to  th e  w hole . T h is  u n d e rs t a n d in g  o f  the  
s i t u a t i o n  o f  man which i n c lu d e s ,  th e n ,  th e  q u e s t  f o r  c o s ­
mology r a t h e r  than  a s o l u t i o n  to  th e  c o s m o lo g ic a l  problem , 
was th e  f o u n d a t io n  o f  c l a s s i c a l  p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h y .
8Leo S t r a u s s ,  What i s  P o l i t i c a l  P h i lo so p h y ?  (New York: Free
P r e s s ,  1959), p . 38.
7I b id .  8I b i d . , pp . 38 -39 . 9I b i d . ,  p .  39.
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S t r a u s s  and W hitehead a g re e  t h a t  c l a s s i c a l  p h i lo s o p h y  c o n c ern s  a l l  the  
u n iq u e ly  p h i l o s o p h i c a l  q u e s t i o n s  such as  cosmology, p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o ­
phy and p h i lo s o p h i c a l  a n th r o p o lo g y .  These q u e s t io n s  a r e  bound to g e th e r  
i n  a s i n g u l a r  q u e s t  f o r  th e  w hole . Why they  a r e  u n i t e d  rem ains  to  be 
i n t i m a t e d .  W hitehead does n o t  p r o v id e  a summary argum ent f o r  l in k i n g  
cosmology w ith  p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h y  and p h i l o s o p h i c a l  a n th ro p o lo g y .  In ­
d eed , th e  p o s t u l a t e  o f  c o n n e c te d n e s s  i s  assumed as an a r t i c l e  o f  f a i t h .
But the  fo l lo w in g  c o n s i d e r a t i o n s  seem to  me to  r e f l e c t  h i s  g e n e ra l  o u t ­
look .
R e c a l l  th e  r e f e r e n c e s  to  " p o s s i b i l i t y "  in  th e  d i s c u s s io n  o f  
Sheldon Wolin in  C h a p te r  Two. I f  p o l i t i c s  c o n c e rn s  p o s s i b i l i t y ,  some 
a t t e n t i o n  to  c o sm o lo g ic a l  q u e s t i o n s  seems i n e v i t a b l e .  The s u b s ta n c e  o f  
p o l i t i c s  i s  human a c t i o n ,  and human a c t i o n  i s  l im i t e d  by and o c c u rs  in  
th e  c o n te x t  o f  " th e  w o r ld . "  How one u n d e rs ta n d s  th e  w orld  w i l l  a f f e c t  
o n e 's  judgment o f  p o l i t i c a l  p o s s i b i l i t i e s .  R iv a l  c o n c e p t io n s  o f  th e  world 
amount to  r i v a l  c o n c e p t io n s  o f  man. As R. L. F r a n k l in  c o n te n d s ,  our 
v iew s on th e  d e te r m in i s m / f r e e  w i l l  d e b a te  i n v a r i a b l y  r e f l e c t  our  a s s e s s ­
ment o f  th e  n a tu r e  o f  man and h i s  p o s s i b i l i t i e s . ^  Our d e e p e s t  hopes 
d e r iv e  from o u r  u n d e r s t a n d in g  o f  th e  w orld  in  which we l i v e .  I f  p o l i ­
t i c s  i s  " th e  a r t  o f  th e  p o s s i b l e , "  some s o r t  o f  c o sm o lo g ic a l  judgment 
w i l l  e n t e r  i n t o  our  c o n s i d e r a t i o n  o f  p o l i t i c s  a t  some p o i n t .
W hitehead , as  we have se e n ,  e x te n d s  th e s e  c o n s i d e r a t i o n s  to  cover  
ou r  e x p e c t a t i o n s  c o n c e rn in g  p h i lo s o p h y  i t s e l f .  U n q u a l i f ie d  s a t i s f a c t i o n
R. L. F r a n k l i n ,  F ree  W ill  and D eterm inism : A Study o f  R iv a l
C o n cep tio n s  o f  Man (London! R outledge  and Kegan P a u l ,  1968). See a l s o  
W ill iam  Jam es ' e s sa y  "The Dilemma o f  Determ inism " in  Essays on F a i th  and 
M ora ls ,  ed .  Ralph B ar to n  P e r ry  (New York: Longmans Green and C o .,  1942;
M e rid ia n ,  1962), p . 185.
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w i th  th e  f i n a l i t y  o f  a c e r t a i n  c o sm o lo g ic a l  scheme, such as  t h a t  o f  
Newton, dampens th e  q u e s t  f o r  th e  m y s te r io u s  w hole . The s e l f -  
u n d e r s t a n d in g  o f  th e  p h i lo s o p h e r  i s  t r a n s fo rm e d .  In W h ite h ea d 's  view , 
th e  u n c r i t i c a l  a c c e p ta n c e  o f  th e  Newtonian cosmology r e s u l t e d  in  an 
unw arran ted  e l e v a t i o n  o f  th e  dogm atic  f a l l a c y  in  modern p h i lo s o p h y .
In  any e v e n t ,  W h iteh ead ' s approach  to  p h i lo s o p h y  p re c lu d e s  the  
r i g i d  s e p a r a t i o n  o f  i s s u e s ,  and cosmology s ta n d s  a t  th e  c e n t e r  o f  h i s  
s p e c u l a t i o n .  Thus, an e v a l u a t i o n  o f  h i s  c o n t r i b u t i o n  to  m ora l  and 
p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h y  e n t a i l s  an u n d e rs t a n d in g  o f  h i s  c o sm o lo g ic a l  
schem e.
Summary and P ro s p e c t  
T h is  c h a p te r  has  a t te m p te d  to  o u t l i n e  W h ite h ea d 's  approach  to  
p h i lo s o p h y ,  s t r e s s i n g  th e  s i m i l a r i t y  o f  h i s  in q u i r y  to  th e  c l a s s i c a l  
e n t e r p r i s e .  W h ite h e a d 's  p h i l o s o p h i c a l  method was i l l u s t r a t e d  by d i s ­
c u s s in g  th e  r o l e  o f  r e a s o n  in  p h i l o s o p h i c a l  s p e c u l a t i o n ,  th e  problem  o f  
p h i l o s o p h i c a l  s y s te m s ,  th e  c r i t i c i s m  o f  a b s t r a c t i o n s  and th e  p la c e  o f  
cosmology in  p h i l o s o p h i c a l  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n .  The a f f i n i t y  o f  W h ite h ea d 's  
approach  to  t h a t  o f  the  c l a s s i c s  can  be summarized by rev ie w in g  W hite­
h e a d 's  c h a r a c t e r i z a t i o n  o f  th e  G reeks .  He says  t h a t  they  were
1) "unboundedly  c u r io u s "  o r  " s p e c u l a t i v e  to  a s u p e r l a t i v e  
d e g r e e " ;
2) " r i g i d l y  s y s t e m a t i c " ;
3) "om nivorous i n  t h e i r  i n t e r e s t s " ;
4 )  in  p u r s u i t  o f  " t r u t h s  o f  th e  h i g h e s t  g e n e r a l i t y " ;  and
5) "men w i th  a c t i v e  p r a c t i c a l  i n t e r e s t s . "
This  c o n s t i t u t e s  b o th  an i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  c l a s s i c a l  p h i lo so p h y  and a 
s ta t e m e n t  o f  p u rpose  f o r  W h ite h e a d 's  work. C h a r a c t e r i s t i c  number t h r e e ,  
in  p a r t i c u l a r ,  r e q u i r e s  f u r t h e r  d i s c u s s i o n .  I t  rem ains  to  be c o n s id e re d  
how "om nivorous"  was W hitehead ' s c oncern  w i th  th e  q u e s t io n s  of e t h i c s
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and p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h y — a p rom inen t  c o n c ern  f o r  C hap te r  F iv e .
However, W hitehead ' s c o n te n t io n  t h a t  th e  v a r io u s  c o n c e rn s  o f  p h i l o ­
sophy ca n n o t  be k e p t  r i g i d l y  a p a r t  ( f o r  him o r  f o r  c l a s s i c a l  p h i lo s o ­
phy) i s  a key e lem en t  in  h i s  th o u g h t  o f  which we shou ld  n o t  lo se  s i g h t .  
In  h i s  v iew , th e  n a t u r a l  c o n te x t  f o r  p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h y  i s  p h i lo s o p h y ,  
w i th  p h i lo s o p h y  u n d e rs to o d  as a s e a rc h  f o r  com prehensive  u n d e r s t a n d in g .
T h is  c h a p te r  has  s t r e s s e d  th e  fo u n d a t io n  f o r  W h ite h e a d 's  q u e s t  
f o r  co m p re h en s iv e n ess .  The f o l lo w in g  c h a p te r  a t t e m p ts  an overv iew  o f  
th e  medium whereby he co n d u c ts  h i s  s e a r c h — h i s  cosmology. The c h a p te r  
w i l l  p ro v id e  e s s e n t i a l  background f o r  th e  e t h i c a l  and p o l i t i c a l  i s s u e s  
d i s c u s s e d  l a t e r .
CHAPTER IV
WHITEHEAD'S COSMOLOGY
Does t h e  cosmic space  we d i s s o l v e  i n t o  t a s t e  o f  us then?
Do t h e  a n g e l s  r e a l l y  on ly  c a t c h  up what  i s  t h e i r s ,  what  has  
s t r eamed  from them, o r  a t  t i m e s ,  as  though th rough  an o v e r ­
s i g h t ,  i s  ou r  e x i s t e n c e  i n  i t  a s  w e l l ?
Ri lke
What i s  a man in  the  i n f i n i t e ?
P a s c a l
I n t r o d u c t i o n
The d i f f i c u l t i e s  i n  "summar izing"  W h i t e h e a d ' s  co sm o log ica l  
scheme a l r e a d y  have been n o t e d .  N e v e r t h e l e s s ,  the  c e n t r a l i t y  o f  c o s ­
mology to  h i s  p h i lo s o p h y  d i c t a t e s  an overv iew o f  h i s  scheme. A rough 
and ready  a c c o u n t  o f  key e le m en ts  o f  W h i t e h e a d ' s  t h e o r y  can s e r v e  to  
i n t r o d u c e  the  c o n t e x t  and i n d i s p e n s a b l e  background  f o r  h i s  mora l  and 
p o l i t i c a l  c o n c e r n s .  Th is  i s  the  i n t e n t  and t h e  a p o lo g i a  f o r  what  f o l ­
lows. The pu rpose  o f  the  a c c o u n t  i s  t o  p ro v id e  a p r e c i s  i l l u s t r a t i n g  
the  main o u t l i n e s  o f  the  v i s i o n  and th e  c o n n e x i t y  o f  i t s  c o n s t i t u e n t  
e l e m e n t s .
The overv iew  i s  d i v i d e d  i n t o  two p a r t s .  The f i r s t  p a r t  r e n d e r s  
a  b r i e f  summary o f  W hi t e h ea d ' s i n t e r p r e t i v e  scheme. The second p a r t  
a t t e m p t s  t o  expand and c l a r i f y  the  summary by d i s c u s s i n g  an i s s u e  c r u ­
c i a l  t o  W h i t e h e a d ' s  t h o u g h t — the  u n i f o r m i t y  o f  n a t u r e .  By f o c u s i n g  on 
t h i s  i s s u e ,  an a d d i t i o n a l  adva n ta ge  w i l l  a c c r u e .  The d i s c u s s i o n  should
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r e v e a l  W h i t e h e a d ' s  unique  s l a n t  on an i s s u e  p e r e n n i a l l y  deba te d  among 
p o l i t i c a l  t h i n k e r s .
W h i t e h e a d ' s  Cosmolog ical  Scheme
As n o t e d ,  Whitehead s t a k e s  h i s  t h e o r e t i c a l  e f f o r t  on a f a i t h  in  
"R e a so n ."  C o n s e que n t ly ,  h i s  c o s m o lo g ic a l  scheme shou ld  f low c o n s i s t e n t l y  
f rom h i s  r a t i o n a l  f a i t h .  Reason must  b e g in  i t s  a p p e a l  somewhere. The 
ground f o r  r e a s o n a b l e  judgments  Whitehead f i n d s  i n  a p r i n c i p l e  he a t t r i ­
b u t e s  t o  A r i s t o t l e .  He dubs i t  " t h e  o n t o l o g i c a l  p r i n c i p l e "  which r e q u i r e s  
t h a t  " r e a s o n s "  be g iv e n  w i th  r e f e r e n c e  t o  " a c t u a l  e n t i t i e s . "  "A c tua l  en­
t i t i e s  a r e  the  on ly  r e a s o n s ; so t h a t  to  s e a r c h  f o r  a r e a s o n  i s  t o  s e a r c h  
f o r  one o r  more a c t u a l  e n t i t i e s "  (PR, p .  2 4 ) .  A c tu a l  e n t i t i e s  a r e  the  
" l o g i c a l  s u b j e c t s "  f o r  p r o p o s i t i o n s ,  b u t  they  a r e  more than  t h a t .  They 
c o n s t i t u t e  the  ground f o r  " r e a l i t y "  the  c o n d i t i o n  which a l l o w s  a b s t r a c t i o n s  
such as  " r e a l i t y "  t o  be made. The n o t i o n  o f  an " a c t u a l  e n t i t y "  i s  t r a c e d  
t o  A r i s t o t l e  who, a c c o r d in g  to  Whitehead ,  fo rm u la t ed  the  g e n e r a l  p r i n c i p l e  
t h a t  " a p a r t  f rom t h i n g s  t h a t  a r e  a c t u a l ,  t h e r e  i s  n o t h i n g — n o t h in g  e i t h e r  
i n  f a c t  o r  i n  e f f i c a c y "  (PR, p.  4 0 ) .  A r i s t o t l e  was r i g h t ,  Whitehead 
t h i n k s ,  in  emphas iz ing  the  pr imacy  o f  e n t i t i e s  as  t h e  c o n s t i t u i t i v e  e l e ­
ments  o f  r e a l i t y ;  he was wrong i n  c o n c e i v in g  them as  " p r im ary  s u b s t a n c e s "  
unde rgo ing  a c c i d e n t s .  A c t u a l  e n t i t i e s  a r e ,  i n  W hi t e h ea d ' s  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n ,  
p r o p e r l y  c o n s t r u e d  as  u n i t s  o f  p r o c e s s  which become, e n jo y  the  wor ld ,  
a c h i e v e  " s a t i s f a c t i o n "  and " p e r i s h . "  By p e r i s h i n g ,  a c t u a l  e n t i t i e s  
become o b j e c t s  f o r  o t h e r  a c t u a l  e n t i t i e s  and form the  b a s i s  f o r  a n e v e r  
end ing  " c r e a t i v e  advance"  o f  t h e  u n i v e r s e .
By c o n c e i v in g  the  "wor ld"  as  c o n s t i t u t e d  by d i s t i n c t  moments o f  
e x p e r i e n c e ,  Whitehead e x h i b i t s  deep o p p o s i t i o n  to  " m a t e r i a l i s m . "  His 
o p p o s i t i o n  i s  c e n t e r e d  around h i s  r e j e c t i o n  of  the  n o t i o n  o f  "vacuous
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a c t u a l i t y "  which he d e s c r i b e s  as  " t h e  n o t i o n  o f  a r e s  v e r a  devoid o f  
s u b j e c t i v e  immediacy" (PR, p .  2 9 ) .  M a t e r i a l i s m  combines the  n o t i o n  o f  
vacuous e n t i t i e s  w i th  the  A r i s t o t e l e a n  n o t i o n  o f  unchanging  s u b s t a n c e s  
— b i t s  o f  m a t t e r  f l o a t i n g  in  t ime and s p a c e .  The c l a s s i c  n o t i o n s  o f  New­
t o n i a n  m a t e r i a l i s m  have been p a r t i a l l y  s u p p la n t e d  by deve lopm ents  w i t h i n  
con tempora ry  p h y s i c s .
What h a s  v a n i s h e d  from the  f i e l d  o f  u l t i m a t e  s c i e n t i f i c  concep­
t i o n s  i s  t h e  n o t i o n  o f  a vacuous m a t e r i a l  e x i s t e n c e  w i th  p a s s i v e  
e ndu ra nc e ,  w i th  p r im ary  i n d i v i d u a l  a t t r i b u t e s ,  and w i t h  a c c i d e n ­
t a l  a d v e n t u r e s .  Some f e a t u r e s  o f  the  p h y s i c a l  wor ld  can be ex­
p r e s s e d  in  t h a t  way. But t h e  co n c ep t  i s  u s e l e s s  as  an u l t i m a t e  
n o t i o n  i n  s c i e n c e ,  and in  cosmology.  (PR, p.  309)
Modern s c i e n c e  c o n c e i v e s  t h e  wor ld  as  composed o f  u n i t s  o f  a c t i v i t y .
Whitehead f e e l s  t h a t  cosmology can  be advanced by c o n c e i v in g  t h e s e  atomic
u n i t s  o f  becoming as  e x p e r i e n t .  A n a t u r a l  m is c o n c e p t io n  needs to  be
v i t i a t e d .  Whitehead i s  c o n te n d i n g  t h a t  a l l  t h e  c o n s t i t u e n t  u n i t s  o f  " th e
w or ld"  a r e  s e n t i e n t ;  he i s  n o t  c o n te n d in g  t h a t  a l l  t h e  u n i t s  a r e  c o n s c i o u s .
Every a c t u a l  e n t i t y  f e e l s  and p e r c e i v e s ;  n o t  a l l  a c t u a l  e n t i t i e s  t h i n k .
"C o nsc iousne ss"  i s  c o n f i n e d  to  t h e  h i g h e r  phases  o f  e x p e r i e n c e .
W h i t e h e a d ' s  c e n t r a l  c o s m o l o g ic a l  v i s i o n  i s  s i m i l a r  t o  t h a t  o f  
W i l l i am  James. Whitehead q u o te s  James '  s t a t e m e n t  t h a t  " r e a l i t y  grows 
l i t e r a l l y  by buds o r  d rops  o f  p e r c e p t i o n "  (PR, p .  6 8 ) .  Unl ike  James, 
Whitehead f e e l s  t h a t  t h i s  v i s i o n  can be de fended  a g a i n s t  c h a rg e s  of  i n c o ­
h e re n c y .  James was b o t h e r e d  by th e  a p p a r e n t  a p p l i c a b i l i t y  o f  Zeno 's  
pa radoxes  to  t h e  v i s i o n  o f  the  world  as  s u c c e s s i v e  and p l u r a l .  A p p a r e n t ly ,  
t h e  growth  o f  the  buds or  d rops  o f  p e r c e p t i o n  im p l i e s  change,  and change 
seem ing ly  r e q u i r e s  an i n f i n i t e  c h a i n  o f  b e f o r e s  and a f t e r s .  I t  would 
seem t h a t  each u n i t  o f  becoming i s  d i v i s i b l e  i n t o  a h a l f  u n i t  which i s  
i t s e l f  d i v i s i b l e  i n t o  a h a l f  u n i t  and so on ad i n f i n i t u m .  To e s t a b l i s h
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a b e g in n in g  r e q u i r e s  t r a v e r s i n g  an i n t r a v e r s a b l e  s e r i e s .
According  to  Whitehead,  t h e  problem i s  s o l u b l e .  I n  o r d e r  to  
u n d e r s t a n d  h i s  s o l u t i o n  i t  w i l l  be n e c e s s a r y  b r i e f l y  t o  c o n s i d e r  h i s  
" e p o c h a l  t h e o r y  o f  t i m e . "  B a s i c a l l y ,  Whitehead a t t e m p t s  t o  deve lo p  
what  J u s t u s  H ar tnack  c o n s i d e r s  t o  be i m p o s s i b l e — an a b s t r a c t i v e  t h e o r y  
o f  t im e .*  The Newtonian n o t i o n  o f  a b s o l u t e  t ime (and,  f o r  t h a t  m a t t e r ,  
a b s o l u t e  s p a ce )  i s  de n ie d  by Whitehead .  A c t u a l  e n t i t i e s  do n o t  succeed  
one a n o th e r  " i n "  t im e ;  t ime i s  c o n s t i t u t e d  by the  s u c c e s s i o n  o f  a c t u a l  
e n t i t i e s .  In  deny ing  th e  r e a l i t y  o f  a b s o l u t e  t im e ,  Whitehead i s  l ed  to  
a c c e p t  r e l a t i v i t y  p h y s i c s .  His t h e o r y  views t ime as  an a b s t r a c t i o n  from 
the  a c t i v i t y  o f  a c t u a l  e n t i t i e s ,  deny ing  an a b s o l u t e  c o o r d i n a t e  sequence 
a lo n g  which " r e a l i t y "  f lo w s .  The t h e o r y  a c c o r d s  w i th  the  o n t o l o g i c a l  
p r i n c i p l e .  The a b s t r a c t i o n s  " t im e "  and " sp a c e "  a r e  r e f e r e n t  t o  a c t u a l  
e n t i t i e s  and the  p e r c e p t u a l  r e l a t i o n s h i p s  among them; they a r e  no t  them­
s e l v e s  a c t u a l  e n t i t i e s  (PR, pp. 68-69;  70-73 ;  113; 136-37) .
W h i t e h e a d ' s  r e f u t a t i o n  o f  Zeno i n v o l v e s  a d i s t i n c t i o n  between 
a n a l y t i c a l  d i v i s i b i l i t y  and a c t u a l  d i v i s i o n .  Each a c t u a l  e n t i t y  i s  
d i v i s i b l e  i n t o  a b e f o r e  and a f t e r .  We can co n c e iv e  i t s  becoming in  
s e p a r a b l e  p h a s e s ,  a l l o w i n g  f o r  a n a l y s i s  o f  i t s  c o n s t i t u t i o n .  However, 
t h e  a c t u a l  e n t i t y  i s  i n  f a c t  u n d i v id e d .  The a c t u a l  e n t i t y  becomes and 
p e r i s h e s ,  b u t  i t  does n o t  change.  I t  i s  e x a c t l y  what  i t  i s .  Thus, no 
i n f i n i t e  r e g r e s s  a p p l i e s  t o  an a c t u a l  e n t i t y .  The "becoming" o f  an a c t u a l
*J u s t u s  H a r tn a c k ,  K a n t ' s  Theory o f  Knowledge, t r a n s .  M. Holmes 
H a r t s h o r n e  (New York: H a r c o u r t  Brace and World,  1967) ,  pp.  24-30.
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e n t i t y  o r  the  "m ic ro -c osm ic "  p r o c e s s  i s  one und iv id e d  moment o f
e x p e r i e n c e .  When th e  e n t i t y  p e r i s h e s ;  i . e . ,  l o s e s  i t s  " s u b j e c t i v e
immediacy,"  i t  becomes an " o b j e c t i v e l y  immorta l"  o b j e c t  a v a i l a b l e  f o r
2
p e r c e p t i o n  by o t h e r  e n t i t i e s .  I t  i s  what i t  i s  and n o t h in g  more.  The 
e n t i t y  does n o t  change because  change  in v o lv e s  the  p r o g r e s s i o n  from one 
s t a t e  t o  a n o t h e r .  The s u b j e c t i v e  immediacy o r  b a r e  e x i s t e n c e  of  an 
a c t u a l  e n t i t y  i s  c o n f i n e d  to  i t s  moment o f  becoming.
"Change" r e f e r s  to  the  "macro -cosmic"  p r o c e s s .  The p e r c e p t i o n  
o f  change i n v o l v e s  the  n o t i o n  o f  s e l f - i d e n t i c a l  e n d u r in g  o b j e c t s ,  e . g .  
h o r s e s ,  unde rgo ing  a c c i d e n t a l  v a r i a t i o n s .  The p e r c e p t i o n  i s ,  i n  White­
h e a d ' s  t h e o r y ,  a d e r i v a t i v e  a b s t r a c t i o n .  The e x p e r i e n c e  o f  change de ­
r i v e s  from the  " t r a n s m u t a t i o n "  o f  a p l u r a l i t y  o f  d a t a  o r  o b j e c t s  i n t o  
one o b j e c t  which i s  c o n s t r u e d  to  be a s i n g l e  " e s s e n c e "  o r  " s u b s t a n c e "  
u nde rg o in g  v a r i a t i o n .  The a b s t r a c t i o n  i s  drawn from und iv id e d  e n t i t i e s  
t h a t  succeed one a n o t h e r .  In  a c t u a l i t y ,  t h e  c r e a t i v e  advance o f  the  
wor ld  s imply  in v o lv e s  a r i t h m e t i c  p r o g r e s s i o n .  T h e r e f o r e ,  no i n f i n i t e  
r e g r e s s  a p p l i e s  t o  change.  Th is  s o l u t i o n  i s  a l l o w a b l e  because  "we can­
n o t ,  i n  t h e  absence  o f  some a d d i t i o n a l  p r e m ise ,  i n f e r  t h a t  e v e ry  a c t  of  
becoming must  have an immediate p r e d e c e s s o r "  (PR, p.  69 ) .  Th is  means 
t h a t  a t  l e a s t  one a c t u a l  e n t i t y ,  s p e c i f i c a l l y  God, can be conc e ive d  as  
becoming w i t h o u t  r e f e r e n c e  t o  an a n t e c e d e n t  a c t u a l  e n t i t y .  Consequen t ly ,  
no f u r t h e r  " r e a s o n "  i s  r e q u i r e d  to  e x p l a i n  the  macro-cosmic p ro ce s s
2
" O b j e c t i v e  i m n o r t a l i t y "  r e f e r s  t o  t h e  a v a i l a b i l i t y  o f  an a c t u a l  
e n t i t y  f o r  p e r c e p t i o n  by o t h e r  a c t u a l  e n t i t i e s .  Thus,  when an a c t u a l  en­
t i t y  " p e r i s h e s "  i t  does  no t  c e a s e  to  " e x i s t . "  I t  i s  immortal  because  i t  
can always be "p re he nde d"  (a  term e x p l a i n e d  below) by o t h e r  e n t i t i e s .  I t  
c o n t i n u e s  to  e x i s t ,  b u t  i t  does  no t  c o n t i n u e  to  p e r c e i v e  o r  f e e l .  To 
c e a s e  to  f e e l  i s  what  i s  meant  by " p e r i s h i n g . "  PR, pp.  29-32.
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i n v o lv i n g  the  s u c c e s s i o n  o f  a c t u a l  e n t i t i e s .  With h i s  s o l u t i o n ,  White­
head f e e l s  he has  s a lv a g e d  t h e o r e t i c a l  cohe re nc e  and f a i t h f u l n e s s  to  the  
obvious  e x p e r i e n c e  o f  change.
Once Z e n o ' s  o b j e c t i o n s  a r e  met the  g e n e r i c  a n a l y s i s  o f  e x p e r i e n c e  
can resume w i th  some hope o f  r a t i o n a l  c o h e r e n c e .  Th i s  l ea d s  s t r a i g h t w a y  
to  a c o n s i d e r a t i o n  o f  " p e r c e p t i o n . "  I f  r e a l i t y  c o n s i s t s  o f  d rops  o r  buds 
o f  p e r c e p t i o n ,  an a n a l y s i s  o f  p e r c e p t i o n  i s  r e q u i r e d .  Whitehead a n a ly z e s  
p e r c e p t u a l  e x p e r i e n c e  i n  terms o f  " p r e h e n s i o n s . "  In  c o i n i n g  t h e  te rm " p r e ­
h e n s i o n , "  Whitehead f o l lo w s  the  l ea d  o f  L e i b n i z .  L e i b n iz  had c o ined  the 
term " a p p e r c e p t i o n "  t o  d e s i g n a t e  the  h i g h e r  mode o f  knowledge by which 
Monads t r a n s c e n d  mere " p e r c e p t i o n . "
Whitehead r e j e c t s  L e i b n i z '  t h e o r i e s  o f  c o n s c i o u s n e s s  and " r e p r e s e n ­
t a t i v e  p e r c e p t i o n "  w h i l e  a d o p t i n g  h i s  p r o c e d u r e  f o r  p ro d u c in g  t e c h n i c a l  
t e r m in o lo g y .  I f  " a p p r e h e n s i o n "  i s  a s s i g n e d  the  meaning " th o ro u g h  u nde r ­
s t a n d i n g , "  i t  can be c o n t r a s t e d  w i th  a d i f f e r e n t ,  more b a s i c ,  mode o f  
knowing— p r e h e n s i o n .  Whitehead r e l a t e s  t h e  o r i g i n s  o f  h i s  t e rm ino logy :
On t h e  L e i b n i z i a n  model ,  I  use  the  te rm ' p r e h e n s i o n '  f o r  the  
g e n e r a l  way i n  which the  o c c a s i o n  o f  e x p e r i e n c e  can i n c l u d e ,  
a s  p a r t  o f  i t s  own e s s e n c e ,  a n o t h e r  e n t i t y ,  w he the r  a n o th e r  
o c c a s i o n  of  e x p e r i e n c e  o r  an e n t i t y  of  a n o t h e r  t y p e .  Th is  
t erm i s  devo id  o f  s u g g e s t i o n  e i t h e r  o f  c o n s c i o u s n e s s  o r  of  
r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  p e r c e p t i o n .  (AI,  p. 234)
An a c t u a l  e n t i t y  p rehends  a n o t h e r  e n t i t y  by " f e e l i n g "  t h a t  e n t i t y  as  an
" o b j e c t "  o r  " da tum ."  Such " f e e l i n g s "  may have a s t r i c t l y  o b j e c t i v e  tone
o f  o t h e r n e s s  o r  t h e  da tum may d i r e c t l y  e n t e r  i n t o  the  c o n s t i t u t i o n  o f
the  s u b j e c t  by th e  v e c t o r  t r a n s m i s s i o n  o f  "conforroal  f e e l i n g s . "  Whitehead
i n s i s t s  t h a t  e n t i t i e s  may e n t e r  i n t o  t h e  c o n s t i t u t i o n  o f  a c t u a l  e n t i t i e s
by t h i s  " v e c t o r "  t r a n s m i s s i o n  o f  " f e e l i n g  t o n e s . "  Thus,  Whitehead adds
to  the  t h eo ry  o f  v e c t o r s  in  p h y s i c s  a t h e o r y  o f  f e e l i n g s  which r e f u s e s  to
s e p a r a t e  the  " p h y s i c a l "  from the  s e n t i e n t .
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A c t u a l  e n t i t i e s  prehend two ty p e s  o f  o b j e c t s .  F i r s t ,  they  
f e e l  o t h e r  a c t u a l  e n t i t i e s  which amounts to  f e e l i n g  f e e l i n g s .  Second,  
th e y  p rehend  what a r e  v a r i o u s l y  c a l l e d  c o n c e p t u a l  o b j e c t s ,  e t e r n a l  
o b j e c t s  o r  forms o f  d e f i n i t e n e s s .  E t e r n a l  o b j e c t s  a r e  b a s i c a l l y  
P l a t o n i c  forms and i n c l u d e  such o b j e c t s  as  " r e d , "  "one"  and " t r i a n g l e . "  
These o b j e c t s  a r e  n o n - a c t u a l ,  they  have no r e a l i t y  a p a r t  from t h e i r  
" i n g r e s s i o n "  i n  an a c t u a l  e n t i t y  o r  g ro u p in g  o f  a c t u a l  e n t i t i e s .
P r e h e n s i o n s  o c c u r  i n  acco rdance  w i t h  " t h e  p r i n c i p l e  of  r e l a t i v i t y "  
which s t a t e s  t h a t  " i t  b e lo n g s  t o  the  n a t u r e  o f  a ' b e i n g '  t h a t  i t  i s  a 
p o t e n t i a l  f o r  e v e ry  ' b e c o m in g " '  (PR, p .  2 2 ) .  R a t i o n a l  t h eo ry  r e q u i r e s  
t h a t  n o t h in g  be con c e iv e d  a s  e x i s t i n g  in  d i s c o n n e c t i o n  from th e  r e s t  
o f  t h e  u n i v e r s e .  Rea l  r e l a t i o n s  must  be c o n s id e r e d  a p p l i c a b l e  t o  a l l  con­
s t i t u e n t  e l e m e n t s .  Thus, " e v e r y  i tem in  i t s  [an a c t u a l  e n t i t y ' s ]  u n i ­
v e r s e  i s  i nvo lve d  i n  each c o n c re s e n c e "  (PR, p.  22 ) .  "Conc resence"  i s  the 
"growing t o g e t h e r "  o f  a c t u a l  e n t i t i e s  (AI, p.  236 ) .  Growing t o g e t h e r  
r e q u i r e s  r e a l  r e l a t e d n e s s  t o  e x p l a i n  " t h e  s o l i d a r i t y  o f  the  u n i v e r s e . "  
S ince  the  r e l a t e d n e s s  o f  the  e lem en ts  o f  t h e  u n i v e r s e  depends upon the  a c t  
o f  p r e h e n d in g ,  t h e  p r i n c i p l e  o f  r e l a t i v i t y  r e q u i r e s  t h a t  a l l  a n t e c e d e n t  
a c t u a l i t i e s  be prehended  by c u r r e n t  a c t u a l i t i e s .  F i n i t e  a c t u a l  e n t i t i e s  
a r e  i m p e r f e c t  m i r r o r s  o f  the  u n i v e r s e .
The p r e h e n s i o n  o f  a l l  a n t e c e d e n t  a c t u a l  e n t i t i e s  i s  a r eq u i r em e n t  
o f  the  p r i n c i p l e  o f  r e l a t i v i t y .  The r e q u i r e m e n t  can be met because  p r e ­
h e n s i o n s  a r e  o f  two b a s i c  t y p e s :  p o s i t i v e  and n e g a t i v e  (PR, p.  4 1 ) .  In
n e g a t i v e l y  p reh e n d in g  an o b j e c t ,  an a c t u a l  e n t i t y  " d e c i d e s "  to  r e j e c t  
i n c l u s i o n  o f  an e n t i t y  i n  i t s  own c o n s t i t u t i o n .  Th is  r e j e c t i o n  i s  no t  
n e c e s s a r i l y  c o n s c i o u s ,  b u t  i t  i s  n e c e s s a r y .  A l l  p o s s i b i l i t i e s  a re  no t  
s i m u l t a n e o u s l y  p o s s i b l e ,  i . e . ,  c o m p o s s i b l e . A d e c i s i o n  e xc lude s
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a l t e r n a t i v e s .  E x c lu s io n  i s  no t  c o n f i n e d  to  e x c lu d i n g  " e v i l "  or  u n f a v o r ­
a b l e  a l t e r n a t i v e s .  C h a r l e s  H a r t s h o r n e ,  f o l l o w in g  W h i t e h e a d ' s  c u e ,  e x p l a i n s  
the  p r i n c i p l e  o f  e x c l u s i o n  s u c c i n c t l y .
There a r e  in c o m p o s s ib l e  v a l u e s  so  t h a t  the  n o t i o n  o f  a l l  p o s s i ­
b l e  v a l u e ,  f u l l y  a c t u a l i z e d  i s  c o n t r a d i c t o r y  . . . .  L e ib n iz  
a rgued . . . t h a t  t h e r e  can be c o n t r a d i c t i o n  on ly  between p o s i ­
t i v e  and n e g a t i v e  p r e d i c a t e s ,  and p e r f e c t i o n s  a r e  who l ly  p o s i ­
t i v e .  But i n  t r u t h  ( a s  Kant  p o i n t s  o u t )  t h e r e  can be c o n t r a d i c ­
t i o n  be tween  e q u a l l y  p o s i t i v e  p r e d i c a t e s .  Thus " r e d  h e r e  now" 
c o n t r a d i c t s  " g re e n  h e r e  n o w . "3
N e ga t ive  p r e h e n s i o n s  assume a v e ry  r e a l  impor tance  f o r  W hi tehead1s scheme.
The " d e c i s i o n "  t o  e x c lu d e  some p o s s i b i l i t y  o r  f e e l i n g  from i n c l u s i o n  in
i t s  c o n s t i t u t i o n  i s  i m p o r t a n t  f o r  an a c t u a l  e n t i t y .  I t  a l l o w s  the  e n t i t y
to  be what  i t  i s  r a t h e r  than  i n d e f i n i t e  p o t e n t i a l i t y .
N e ga t ive  p r e h e n s i o n s  i n v o lv e  t h e  p e r c e p t i o n  o f  e le m en ts  o f  the  
a n t e c e d e n t  wor ld  a t  the  l o w e s t  g rade  o f  i n t e n s i t y  ( " i n t e n s i v e  r e l e v a n c e " ) .  
In  a n e g a t i v e  p r e h e n s i o n , t h e  r e l e v a n c e  o f  a p a r t i c u l a r  f e e l i n g  f o r  an 
a c t u a l  e n t i t y  i s  " n e g l i g i b l e , "  a p p ro a c h in g  z e ro  i n t e n s i t y .  N e g l i g i b l e  
f e e l i n g s  form a vague ,  penumbral  background f o r  the  a c t i v i t y  o f  e n t i t i e s  
— f e e l i n g s  o f  a wor ld  " o u t  t h e r e "  which i s  no t  an i n t e g r a l  p a r t  o f  the  
c o n s t i t u t i o n  o f  t h e  e n t i t y  (PR, pp.  23 -24 ;  4 1 -42 ;  220-21) .
The o t h e r  s p e c i e s  o f  p r e h e n s i o n ,  p o s i t i v e  p r e h e n s i o n ,  has  a much 
h i g h e r  g rad e  o f  i n t e n s i t y .  At t h e  h i g h e s t  g rade  o f  i n t e n s i t y  a long  the  
cont inuum t h e r e  a r e  f e e l i n g s  which form the  b a s i s  f o r  our  s t a n d a r d  ab­
s t r a c t i o n s  c o n c e r n in g  emot ion— lo v e ,  h a t r e d ,  f e a r ,  envy, e t c .  P o s i t i v e  
p r e h e n s i o n s  may t r a n s l a t e  as  " a v e r s i o n s "  o r  " a d v e r s i o n s "  (PR, pp.  247-48
3
C h a r l e s  H a r t s h o r n e ,  Aquinas t o  Whitehead:  Seven C e n t u r i e s  o f
M eta phys ic s  o f  R e l i g i o n  (Milwaukee:  M arque t te  U n i v e r s i t y  P u b l i c a t i o n s ,
1976), pp . 3 1 -32 .
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and p a s s i m ) .  The " c o n c e p t u a l  v a l u a t i o n " ,  o r  f e e l i n g s  toward o t h e r  e n t i t i e s ,  
forms t h e  b a s i s  f o r  t h e  "g ro u p in g  o f  o c c a s i o n s "  to  which I  s h a l l  t u r n  mo­
m e n t a r i l y .
The a n a l y t i c  d i v i s i o n  o f  a p o s i t i v e  f e e l i n g  i s  summarized by
Whitehead as  f o l l o w s .
A f e e l i n g — i . e . ,  a p o s i t i v e  p r e h e n s i o n — i s  e s s e n t i a l l y  a t r a n s i ­
t i o n  e f f e c t i n g  a c o n c r e s e n c e .  I t s  complex c o n s t i t u t i o n  i s  a n a l y -  
s a b l e  i n t o  f i v e  f a c t o r s  which e x p r e s s  what  t h a t  t r a n s i t i o n  con­
s i s t s  o f ,  and e f f e c t s .  The f a c t o r s  a r e :  ( i )  t h e  " s u b j e c t "  which
f e e l s ,  ( i i )  the  " i n i t i a l  d a t a "  which a r e  t o  be f e l t ,  ( i i i )  the  
" e l i m i n a t i o n "  i n  v i r t u e  o f  n e g a t i v e  p r e h e n s i o n s ,  ( i v )  t h e  " o b j e c ­
t i v e  datum" which i s  f e l t ,  ( v )  t h e  " s u b j e c t i v e  form" which i s  
how t h a t  s u b j e c t  f e e l s  the  o b j e c t i v e  datum. (PR, p .  220.  The 
i t a l i c s  a r e  W h i t e h e a d ' s . )
The i s s u e s  r a i s e d  i n  t h i s  h i g h l y  compressed d e s c r i p t i o n  w i l l  r e c e i v e  a 
g r e a t  d e a l  o f  a t t e n t i o n  as  t h e  s tu d y  p r o c e e d s .  N e v e r t h e l e s s ,  some p r e ­
l i m i n a r y  o b s e r v a t i o n s  need to  be made.
F i r s t ,  t h e  a n a l y t i c  d i v i s i o n s  Whitehead  employs s hou ld  n o t  l ead  
one t o  conc lude  t h a t  t h e  g e n e r i c  d e s c r i p t i o n  i d e n t i f i e s  s e p a r a b l e  "com­
p o n e n t s "  w i th  an i n d epe nde n t  s t a t u s — e n t i t y  s t a t u s ,  as  i t  were— o f  t h e i r  
own. I f  f o r  no o t h e r  r e a s o n ,  W h i t e h e a d ' s  r e f u t a t i o n  o f  Zeno p re suppose s  
an a r i t h m e t i c  minimum which p r e c l u d e s  i n d e f i n i t e  d i v i s i o n  in  a c t u a l i t y .
An a c t u a l  e n t i t y  i s  an u n d iv id e d  a c t  o f  p r e h e n d in g  and n o t h in g  e l s e .
The a n a l y t i c  d i v i s i o n s  a r e  n e c e s s a r y  t o  d e s c r i b e  the  c o n s t i t u t i o n  o f  an 
a c t i v i t y  i n  i t s  r e l a t e d n e s s ,  b u t  t h e r e  must  be d i s c r e t e  u n i t s  o f  a c t i v i t y  
n o t  s u b j e c t  t o  i n f i n i t e  d i v i s i o n .
Second,  t h e  te rm  " s u b j e c t , "  w h i l e  n e c e s s a r y  to  i n d i c a t e  the  numer­
i c a l  d i s c r e t e n e s s  o f  i s o l a b l e  a c t s  o f  en jo ym en t ,  i s  i n a d e q u a te  to  e x p re s s  
t h e  r e l a t i v i t y  o f  e x p e r i e n c e .  Thus, Whitehead i n v e n t s  a new a n a l y t i c  
t e rm  to  e x p re s s  the  c h a r a c t e r  o f  r e l a t i o n s h i p s  among a c t u a l  e n t i t i e s .  Sub­
j e c t s ,  i n s o f a r  as  we a r e  s p e a k in g  o f  a s p e c i f i c  a c t s  o f  becoming as
59
s e l f - e n j o y i n g ,  a r e  p r o p e r l y  d e s c r i b e d  as  s u b j e c t s .  But s u b j e c t i v i t y  i s  
n o t  c o n f i n e d  to  en joyment .  " S u b j e c t i v e  form" i s  complemented by " sub­
j e c t i v e  aim" o r  t h e  " i n t e n t i o n "  o f  a s u b j e c t  toward the  wor ld— a c t u a l  o r  
p o t e n t i a l .  A s u b j e c t  n o t  on ly  e n jo y s  t h e  o b j e c t s  which a r e  i t s  w or ld ;  i t  
aims to  become th e  o b j e c t  o f  o t h e r  s u b j e c t s .  To e x p r e s s  t h e  i n t e n t i o n a l  
o r  t e l e o l o g i c a l  a s p e c t  o f  s u b j e c t i v i t y ,  Whitehead c o in s  the  word " s u p e r -  
j e c t "  (PR, pp.  22 1 -2 2 ) .  Every a c t u a l  e n t i t y  i s  a " s u b j e c t / s u p e r j e c t " ; i t  
p rehends  o b j e c t s  and i s  prehended  by s u b j e c t s .
Thus, the  t r a n s m i s s i o n  o f  f e e l i n g s  i s  n o t  s imply  " c o n f o r m a l . "  By 
o b j e c t i f y i n g  o t h e r  e n t i t i e s ,  t he  a c t u a l  e n t i t y  r e c e i v e s  them i n t o  i t s  con­
s t i t u t i o n .  But t h e  a c t u a l  e n t i t y  i s  c a u sa  s u i . I t  d e te rm in e s  the  f i n a l  
form o f  i t s  own c o n s t i t u t i o n  and adds to  i t s  i n h e r i t a n c e ,  so t o  speak .
There a r e  genu ine  d e g re e s  o f  f reedom i n  s e l f  c o n s t i t u t i o n — men a re  more 
f r e e  t h a n  r o c k s — b u t  in  the  f i n a l  a n a l y s i s  Whitehead i n s i s t s  t h a t  a l l  
a c t u a l  e n t i t i e s  a r e  " e x t e r n a l l y  f r e e  and i n t e r n a l l y  d e te rm ine d"  (PR, p.  2 7 ) . ^  
As w i l l  be d e m o n s t r a t e d  l a t e r ,  the  a s s e r t i o n  o f  f reedom has  o n t o l o g i c a l ,  
e p i s t e m o l o g i c a l  and moral  i m p l i c a t i o n s  which c o n t r i b u t e  t o  t h e  un iqueness  
o f  W h i t e h e a d ' s  p o s i t i o n .
Whitehead dev e lo p s  an "a tomic  t h e o r y  o f  becoming ,"  b u t  the  atoms 
which compose n a t u r e  do no t  e x i s t  i n  s p l e n d i d  i s o l a t i o n .  Whitehead c a l l s
4
The r e q u i r e m e n t  t h a t  e n t i t i e s  be f r e e  t o  c o n t r i b u t e  to  t h e i r  con­
s t i t u t i o n  l e a d s  t o  some f a s c i n a t i n g  t h e o r e t i c a l  deve lo pm en ts .  The r e q u i r e ­
ment f o r  i n t e r n a l  d e t e r m i n a t i o n  i s  one o f  the  r e a s o n s  Whitehead i n s i s t s  
t h a t  a c t u a l  e n t i t i e s  canno t  prehend c o n te m p o r a r i e s .  The o t h e r  r e a s o n  i n ­
v o l v e s  r e j e c t i o n  o f  the  t h e o r y  o f  a b s o l u t e  t im e .  See AI, pp.  191-200;
PR, pp. 61;  316-18.
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h i s  t h eo ry  the  " p h i lo s o p h y  of  o r g a n i s m ,"  R e l a t i o n s  among a c t u a l  
e n t i t i e s  a r e  " i n t e r n a l , "  and t o g e t h e r ,  a c t u a l  e n t i t i e s  c o n s t i t u t e  
th e  neve r  comple ted " c r e a t i v e  advance o f  the  u n i v e r s e "  which i s  t h e  
"whole"  f o r  which they  a r e  " p a r t s . "  R e a l i t y  i s  i n f i n i t e ,  b u t  the  
r e l a t i o n s  among a c t u a l  e n t i t i e s — th e  o rgans  o f  t h e  i n f i n i t e  o rgani sm,  
as  i t  were— a r e  d e f i n i t e .
A c tu a l  e n t i t i e s  group them se lves  i n t o  " s o c i e t i e s "  (PR, pp. 34;
89 and passim;  AI,  pp.  201-208) .  An a c t u a l  e n t i t y  be longs  t o  a s o c i e t y  
t o  t h e  e x t e n t  t h a t  i t  s h a r e s  the  p r e h e n s i o n s  o f  o t h e r  members o f  the  
s o c i e t y .  When i t  f e e l s  the  f e e l i n g s  o f  o t h e r  members, i t  f e e l s  the  
" p h y s i c a l "  w or ld .  But the  t r a n s m i s s i o n  o f  f e e l i n g s  w i t h i n  a s o c i e t y  
a lo n g  an h i s t o r i c a l  r o u t e  a l s o  g i v e s  r i s e  to  the  p r e h e n s i o n  o f  " e t e r n a l  
o b j e c t s . "  Both form and f e e l i n g  a r e  s h a re d  by the  members o f  a s o c i e t y ,  
and t h e i r  t o g e t h e r n e s s  i s  d e f i n e d  by t h e i r  s h a re d  o b j e c t s .
W h i t e h e a d ' s  s t u n n i n g l y  complex t h e o r y  a t t e m p t s  t o  accoun t  f o r  
e le m en ts  o f  e x p e r i e n c e  t h a t  he f e e l s  a r e  d i s j o i n t e d  and i n c o h e r e n t  in  
o t h e r  t h e o r i e s .  For  i n s t a n c e ,  Whitehead i s  e a g e r  t o  avo id  mind/body,  
m in d / m a t t e r  and m in d / n a t u r e  d u a l i s m s ,  lie i n s i s t s  t h a t  each a c t u a l  en­
t i t y  has  a " p h y s i c a l  p o l e "  i n v o l v i n g  the  p r e h e n s i o n  o f  a c t u a l  e n t i t i e s  
and a "menta l  p o l e "  i n v o l v i n g  th e  p r e h e n s i o n  o f  n o n - a c t u a l  o r  concep­
t u a l  e n t i t i e s .  N o n - a c tu a l  e n t i t i e s  a r e  " e t e r n a l  o b j e c t s "  which a r e  
v a r i o u s l y  d e s c r i b e d  as "forms of  d e f i n i t e n e s s , "  " pu re  p o t e n t i a l s "  and 
"forms  o f  p r o c e s s . "
To a g r e a t  e x t e n t ,  W hi te hea d1s theo ry  o f  the  " i n g r e s s i o n "  o f  
e t e r n a l  o b j e c t s  i n t o  g ro u p in g s  o f  o c c a s i o n s  ( s o c i e t i e s )  r e p r e s e n t s  h i s  
p e c u l i a r  s l a n t  on the  t r a d i t i o n a l  "p rob lem o f  u n i v e r s a l s , "  In  a l e t t e r  
to  C h a r le s  H a r t s h r o n e ,  Whitehead a s s e r t s  t h a t  " t h e  s im ple  minded way in
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which t r a d i t i o n a l  p h i l o s o p h y — e . g .  Hume, Bra d le y ,  e t c . —have t r e a t e d  
u n i v e r s a l s  i s  the  r o o t  o f  a l l  e v i l s . I n  h i s  d o c t r i n e  o f  e t e r n a l  ob­
j e c t s  Whitehead seeks  t o  a v o id  t h e  a s s e r t i o n  o f  an ind ep e n d e n t  r ea lm  o f  
s u b s i s t e n t  u n i v e r s a l s — r u l e d  o u t  by th e  o n t o l o g i c a l  p r i n c i p l e —and a l s o  
a r a d i c a l  nomina l i sm which r e g a r d s  form a s  a s u b j e c t i v e  b i a s  o f  an i s o ­
l a t e d  o b s e r v e r .
An e t e r n a l  o b j e c t  i s  "any e n t i t y  whose c o n c e p t u a l  r e c o g n i t i o n  
does n o t  i n v o lv e  a n e c e s s a r y  r e f e r e n c e  t o  any d e f i n i t e  a c t u a l  e n t i t i e s  of  
t he  t em pora l  wor ld"  (PR, p .  4 4 ) .  E t e r n a l  o b j e c t s  a r e  "Pure  P o t e n t i a l s  
f o r  the  S p e c i f i c  D e t e r m in a t io n  o f  F a c t "  (PR, p . 22 ) .  Red a s  a c o n c e p t u a l  
o b j e c t ,  i s  r e d  i n d e p e n d e n t  o f  i t s  i n g r e s s i o n  i n t o  the  t em pora l  wor ld  and 
may be i n g r e s s e d  i n t o  a v a r i e t y  o f  c o n t e x t s .
Whitehead sometimes r e f e r s  t o  e t e r n a l  o b j e c t s  as  " P l a t o n i c  f o r m s , "  
b u t  he does n o t  a c c e p t  the  n o t i o n  o f  an eminent  r e a l i t y  f o r  a s e l f - s u b s i s -  
t e n t  r e a lm  o f  pu re  forms.  He h o l d s  w i th  A r i s t o t l e  i n  i n s i s t i n g  upon th e  
involvement  o f  form i n  an a c t u a l  wor ld  which i s  no t  r e d u c i b l e  s imply to  
forms.  The o n t o l o g i c a l  p r i n c i p l e  r e q u i r e s  t h a t  e v e r y t h i n g  must  be some­
where,  and "somewhere" means some a c t u a l  e n t i t y .  An e t e r n a l  o b j e c t  has  
r e a l i t y  on ly  when i t  i s  e n t e r t a i n e d  ( i . e . ,  c o n c e p t u a l l y  p rehended)  by 
some a c t u a l  e n t i t y .
To r e t a i n  t h e  d e f i n i t e n e s s  t h a t  e t e r n a l  o b j e c t s  l end  to  the  p r o c e s s  
o f  t h e  t em pora l  w o r ld ,  i t  i s  n e c e s s a r y  c ha t  no t  a l l  p o t e n t i a l s  be e n t e r ­
t a i n e d  w i t h i n  a g iv e n  s o c i e t y .  I t  i s  a l s o  n e c e s s a r y  t h a t  the  e t e r n a l
In  C h a r l e s  H a r t s h o r n e ,  Whitehead*s  Ph i lo sophy :  S e l e c t e d  E s s a y s , 
1935-1970 ( L in c o l n  Nebraska :  U n i v e r s i t y  o f  Nebraska P r e s s ,  1972) ,  unnum- 
be re d  f r o n t i s p i e c e .
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o b j e c t s  be a v a i l a b l e  f o r  i n g r e s s i o n .  S ince  e t e r n a l  o b j e c t s  a r e  what  they  
a r e  e t e r n a l l y ,  t h e r e  can  be no nove l  e t e r n a l  o b j e c t s .  C onse que n t ly ,  God, 
f u n c t i o n i n g  a s  " t h e  p r i n c i p l e  o f  l i m i t a t i o n , "  p rehends  the  plenum o f  e t e r ­
n a l  o b j e c t s  and s e t s  t h e  l i m i t s  t o  the  range  o f  forms which may be e n t e r ­
t a i n e d  w i t h i n  a g iv e n  s o c i e t y .  Some freedom i s  p o s s i b l e  i n  the  s e l e c t i o n
o f  e t e r n a l  o b j e c t s  by f i n i t e  e n t i t i e s ,  b u t  t h i s  f reedom i s  l i m i t e d  to  
s e l e c t i o n  o f  t h o s e  e t e r n a l  o b j e c t s  t h a t  a r e  a v a i l a b l e  f o r  p r e h e n s i o n  con­
se q u en t  t o  God' s  " i n i t i a l  a im ."
The fundam enta l  p r i n c i p l e  in fo rm ing  the  d o c t r i n e  o f  e t e r n a l  o b j e c t s  
i n s i s t s  upon form a s  i n g r e d i e n t  to  o c c a s i o n s  and as  a mode o f  r e l a t i n g  them 
in  " s o c i e t i e s . "  E t e r n a l  o b j e c t s  c a n n o t  be c o n s t r u e d  in  terms o f  s imple  
l o c a t i o n .  (The " f a l l a c y  o f  s im ple  l o c a t i o n "  i s  the  c e n t e r p i e c e  o f  White­
h e a d ' s  c r i t i q u e  i n  Sc ience  and the  Modern World . )  The " i n g r e d i e n c e "  o f
o b j e c t s  w i l l  v a ry  as  e v e n t  s t r u c t u r e s  and r e l a t i o n s  v a r y ,  bu t  the  e t e r n a l  
o b j e c t s  have an o b j e c t i v e  s t a t u s .  They a r e  pure  p o t e n t i a l s  which may be 
i n g r e d i e n t  i n  a v a r i e t y  o f  c o n t e x t s .  "Red"—which i s  a " s i m p le "  e t e r n a l  
o b j e c t ,  as  opposed to  " h o r s e "  which i s  a "complex" e t e r n a l  o b j e c t — may be 
i n g r e d i e n t  t o  a v a r i e t y  o f  " s o c i e t i e s , "  b u t  i t  i s  a lways r ed  and can be 
seen  t o  be so by t h e  method o f  compar ison .  However, pure  p o t e n t i a l s  a p a r t  
from i n g r e s s i o n  have  no " b e i n g , "  and t h e i r  i n g r e s s i o n  e n t a i l s  v a r i e t i e s  
o f  i n t e r r e l a t i o n s h i p s  and f e e l i n g  t o n e s .
What we n o rm a l ly  t h i n k  o f  as  " o b j e c t s "  a r e  m ix t u r e s  o f  p h y s i c a l  and 
c o n c e p t u a l  p r e h e n s i o n s .  The r e s u l t s  o f  t h e s e  " a b s t r a c t i o n s "  from f e e l i n g  
a r e  u s e f u l  s i m p l i f i c a t i o n s  o f  the  r e a l i t y  we e x p e r i e n c e .  The n a t u r e  o f  
t h e s e  s i m p l i f i c a t i o n s  can be i l l u s t r a t e d  by r e c u r r e n c e  t o  an example adap te d  
from Whitehead (PR, pp.  195 -96 ) .  When we t h i n k  o f  " C a e s a r , "  we t h in k  of  
a man who c r o s s e d  the  Rubicon on a s p e c i f i c  d a t e .  But the  r e a l i t y  to  which
63
th e  a b s t r a c t i o n  "C a e sa r "  r e f e r s  i s  f a r  more complex. The range  o f  
e t e r n a l  o b j e c t s  which c o n s t i t u t e  the  c o n c e p t u a l  o b j e c t  known as  " C aesa r"  
a r e  a s  much " h e r e "  as  th e y  were " t h e r e . "  The r e l e v a n c e  o f  t h e  e t e r n a l  
o b j e c t s  and p h y s i c a l  f e e l i n g s  p r o p e r l y  a s s o c i a t e d  w i th  the  a b s t r a c t i o n  
e x te nd  w e l l  beyond the  immediate f e e l i n g s  in v o lv e d  i n  c r o s s i n g  the  
Rubicon.  The c onc ep t  and the  f e e l i n g s  ex tend  th rough  a p l a y  by Shakes-  
pe re  and i n t o  a c o u r s e  on Roman h i s t o r y .  The range  o f  r e l e v a n t  f e e l i n g s  
c o n c e rn in g  Caesa r  i s  v i r t u a l l y  i n f i n i t e .  Thus,  the  " b o u n d a r i e s "  s e p a r ­
a t i n g  one s o c i e t y  from a n o th e r  a r e  d i f f i c u l t  t o  i d e n t i f y .
In  and o f  t h e m s e lv e s ,  c o n c e p t u a l  and p h y s i c a l  f e e l i n g s  can brook 
no e r r o r .  E r r o r  a r i s e s  f rom " h y b r i d "  p r e h e n s i o n s  o r  the  "mixed mode o f  
p e r c e p t i o n . "  I n t e r e s t i n g l y  enough, Whitehead l i n k s  t h e  c a p a c i t y  f o r  e r r o r  
to  t h e  g e n e r a l  c a p a c i t y  t o  engender  n o v e l t y  and,  in  t u r n ,  l i n k s  n o v e l t y
to  " c r e a t i v i t y "  which he dubs " t h e  u l t i m a t e , "  i . e . ,  t h e  most  b a s i c  meta ­
p h y s i c a l  a b s t r a c t i o n  one can make abou t  " r e a l i t y "  (PR, pp. 7; 20;  21; 342) .  
Th is  l e a d s  t o  a p h i l o s o p h i c a l  d e n i g r a t i o n  o f  the  impor tance  o f  " t r u t h "  and 
a l s o  poses  some s e r i o u s  q u e s t i o n s  con c e rn in g  the  b a s i s  f o r  an e t h i c  of  
r e s p o n s i b i l i t y .  W h i t e h e a d ' s  e t h i c a l  p o s i t i o n  w i l l  be d i s c u s s e d  l a t e r .
The i s s u e  o f  " t r u t h "  d e s e r v e s  immediate t r e a t m e n t .
W h i t e h e a d ' s  t h e o r y  o f  t r u t h  i n v o lv e s  a d i s t i n c t i o n  between " ju d g ­
ments"  and " p r o p o s i t i o n s . "  A judgment i s ,  r o u g h ly ,  the  way an a c t u a l  
e n t i t y  e n t e r t a i n s  a p r o p o s i t i o n .  A p r o p o s i t i o n  i s  a p h y s i c a l  datum ( o r  
more a p p r o p r i a t e l y ,  s e t  o f  d a t a )  prehended by a group o f  a c t u a l  e n t i t i e s .
A p r o p o s i t i o n ,  i n  a b s t r a c t i o n  from any p a r t i c u l a r  a c t u a l  
e n t i t y  which may be r e a l i z i n g  i t  in  f e e l i n g ,  i s  a manner  o f  
germaneness  o f  a c e r t a i n  s e t  o f  e t e r n a l  o b j e c t s  t o  a c e r ­
t a i n  s e t  o f  a c t u a l  e n t i t i e s .  (PR, p .  188)
A p r o p o s i t i o n  i s  t r u e  t o  the  e x t e n t  t h a t  i t  a c h i e v e s  " c o r r e s p o n d e n c e . "
64
I t  e x h i b i t s  a " p r e d i c a t i v e  p a t t e r n "  which has  an i n d i c a t i v e  f u n c t i o n  o f  
p o i n t i n g  t o  a p a r t i c u l a r  l o c a t i o n .  The a c t u a l  e n t i t i e s  t h a t  a r e  p r e ­
sumed to  i n h a b i t  t h a t  l o c a t i o n  a r e  the  " l o g i c a l  s u b j e c t s "  f o r  the  p ropo­
s i t i o n .  G e n e r a l l y ,  a p r o p o s i t i o n  i s  t r u e  i f  i t  i n d i c a t e s  a s e t  o f  a c t u a l  
e n t i t i e s  i n  a l o c a t i o n  e x h i b i t i n g  r e l a t i o n s h i p s  t o  a s e t  o f  e t e r n a l  ob­
j e c t s  i n  ac co rda nce  w i th  the  p r e d i c a t i v e  p a t t e r n  ( c o n s i s t i n g  o f  the  e t e r ­
n a l  o b j e c t s  prehended by the  p r o p o s i t i o n )  i n d i c a t e d  by th e  p r o p o s i t i o n .  
The a c t u a l  e n t i t i e s  which e n t e r t a i n  t h e  p r o p o s i t i o n  may ju dge  i t  t o  be 
c o r r e c t ,  o r  i n c o r r e c t ,  o r  judgment may be suspended.**
A p r o p o s i t i o n  does  n o t  have t o  be c o n s c i o u s l y  e n t e r t a i n e d ,  nor  
does i t  have  to  be v e r b a l l y  e x p r e s s e d .  When v e r b a l l y  e x p r e s s e d ,  p r o p o s i ­
t i o n s  a r e  o f  a r a t h e r  o r d i n a r y  s o r t :  The broom i s  brown; Jones  i s  in
town; I  am r i c h .  Very few p r o p o s i t i o n s  a r e  u n q u a l i f i e d l y  t r u e ,  b u t  the  
f a c t  t h a t  a p r o p o s i t i o n  i s  f a l s e  does no t  l e s s e n  i t s  im p o r ta n c e .  Donald 
She rburne  p r o v id e s  an e x c e l l e n t  i l l u s t r a t i o n  o f  t h i s  p o i n t .
Many p e op le  i n  a  g i v e n  town may be aware o f  the  e x i s t e n c e  o f  
an empty l o t  i n  the  c e n t e r  o f  town, b u t  o n l y  one e n t e r p r i s ­
ing  bus inessman  may p o s i t i v e l y  prehend the  p r o p o s i t i o n  i n d i ­
c a t e d  by t h e  words r e s t a u r a n t  on t h a t  c o r n e r . At t h e  moment 
he f i r s t  p rehends  t h e  p r o p o s i t i o n  i t  i s  f a l s e .  But t h i s  i s  
n o t  t h e  im p o r t a n t  f a c t  abou t  t h e  p r o p o s i t i o n .  As a l u r e  f o r  
f e e l i n g  t h e  p r o p o s i t i o n  may l e a d  th e  bus inessman  t o  buy the
Whitehead h o l d s  t o  d i f f e r e n t  s t a n d a r d s  o f  " t r u t h "  depend ing  upon 
whe ther  we a r e  t a l k i n g  abou t  t r u t h  i n  p r o p o s i t i o n s  o r  t r u t h  in  judgm en ts .
"We s h a l l  say  t h a t  a  p r o p o s i t i o n  can  be t r u e  o r  f a l s e , and t h a t  a j u d g ­
ment can be c o r r e c t , o r  i n c o r r e c t , o r  s u s p e n d e d . With t h i s  d i s t i n c t i o n  
we see  t h a t  t h e r e  i s  a  ' c o r r e s p o n d e n c e '  t h e o r y  o f  the  t r u t h  and f a l s e h o o d  
o f  p r o p o s i t i o n s  and a ' c o h e r e n c e '  t h e o r y  o f  the  c o r r e c t n e s s ,  i n c o r r e c t n e s s ,  
and su s p e n s io n  o f  j u d g m e n t s . "  PR, p .  191. (The i t a l i c s  a r e  i n  the  o r i g i n a l . )
65
l o t  and b u i l d  t h e  r e s t a u r a n t .  Th is  i s  the  im p o r t a n t  f u n c t i o n  
o f  p r o p o s i t i o n s ;  t h e y  pave the  way f o r  t h e  advance i n t o  n o v e l ­
ty -
S h e r b u r n e ' s  example i l l u s t r a t e s  two i m p o r t a n t  p o i n t s .  F i r s t ,  t he  s i g n i f i ­
cance  o f  a p r o p o s i t i o n  e x t e n d s  i n d e f i n i t e l y  w i th  r e f e r e n c e  t o  a c t u a l  e n t i ­
t i e s .  As Whitehead o b s e r v e s ,  " t h e  p r o p o s i t i o n  i t s e l f  a w a i t s  i t s  l o g i c a l  
s u b j e c t s "  (PR, p .  188) .  Second, p r o p o s i t i o n s  a r e  " l u r e s  f o r  f e e l i n g s "  
and,  t h e r e f o r e ,  t h e i r  s i g n i f i c a n c e  e x te n d s  w e l l  beyond t h e i r  t r u t h  o r  f a l ­
s i t y .  Whitehead s t a t e s  t h e  mora l  b l u n t l y :
I t  i s  more i m p o r t a n t  t h a t  a p r o p o s i t i o n  be  i n t e r e s t i n g  than  t h a t  
i t  be  t r u e .  Th is  s t a t e m e n t  i s  a lm os t  a t a u t o l o g y .  For  the  
e ne rgy  o f  o p e r a t i o n  o f  a p r o p o s i t i o n  i n  an o c c a s i o n  o f  e x p e r i e n c e  
i s  i t s  i n t e r e s t ,  and i s  i t s  i m p o r ta n c e .  But o f  c o u r s e  a t r u e  
p r o p o s i t i o n  i s  more a p t  t o  be i n t e r e s t i n g  than  a  f a l s e  one .  Also 
a c t i o n  in  ac co rda nce  w i th  the  em o t io n a l  l u r e  o f  a p r o p o s i t i o n  i s  
more a p t  t o  be s u c c e s s f u l  i f  t he  p r o p o s i t i o n  be t r u e .  (Al ,  p.  244)
The l a s t  two s e n t e n c e s  o f  the  q u o t a t i o n  shou ld  p ro b ab ly  be amended to  read 
" l a r g e l y  t r u e , "  f o r  W h i t e h e a d ' s  a n a l y s i s  l e a d s  t o  the  i n e v i t a b l e  c o n c lu s i o n  
t h a t  t h e r e  a r e  v e ry  few w ho l ly  t r u e  p r o p o s i t i o n s .  N e v e r t h e l e s s ,  the  c e n ­
t r a l  i n s i g h t  i s  r e l a t i v e l y  c l e a r —we canno t  d i v o r c e  our  e n t e r t a i n m e n t  o f  
p r o p o s i t i o n s  from t h e i r  c r e a t i v e  s i g n i f i c a n c e .
P r o p o s i t i o n s ,  a s  l u r e s  f o r  f e e l i n g ,  c o n t r i b u t e  to  t h e  c r e a t i v e  ad­
vance o f  t h e  w or ld ;  they  l e a d  to  i n c l u s i o n s  and e x c l u s i o n s .  " P r e h e n s io n ” 
i s  n o t ,  as  i n  some t h e o r i e s  o f  " p e r c e p t i o n , "  m ere ly  a p a s s i v e  a f f a i r .  The 
a c t u a l  e n t i t y  n o t  o n ly  p e r c e i v e s  i t s  " w or ld" ;  i t  h e l p s  to  c r e a t e  t h e  wor ld  
t h a t  i s  t h e r e  t o  be p e r c e i v e d .  W h i te hea d 's  a c t i v e  e p i s t e m o logy  l e a d s  to  
the  un ique  view o f  " n a t u r e "  d i s c u s s e d  in  the  f o l l o w i n g  s e c t i o n  and e n t a i l s
Donald She rbu rne ,  e d . ,  A Key to  W h i t e h e a d ' s  ' P r o c e s s  and R e a l i t y 1 
(New York: Macmil lan 1966; I n d ia n a  U n i v e r s i t y  P r e s s ,  1975) ,  p .  240.  My
d i s c u s s i o n  o f  W h i t e h e a d ' s  t h e o r y  o f  p r o p o s i t i o n s  and t h e i r  r e l a t i o n s h i p  to  
t r u t h  i s  de e p ly  i n d e b te d  t o  S h e r b u r n e ' s  p e r c e p t i v e  a n a l y s i s .  See PR, pp. 
104-207.
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s i g n i f i c a n t  mora l  consequences  which w i l l  be c o n s id e r e d  in  t h e  n e x t  two 
c h a p t e r s .
One f u r t h e r  i s s u e  r e q u i r e s  b r i e f  e l a b o r a t i o n  in  o r d e r  t o  round out  
t h e  overv iew and to  f o r e s t a l l  m i s c o n c e p t io n s  o f  W h i t e h e a d ' s  work.  The no­
t i o n  t h a t  the  "wor ld"  i s  composed o f  e x p e r i e n c i n g  s u b j e c t s  e a s i l y  could 
be m i s i n t e r p r e t e d  to  mean t h a t  the  wor ld  c o n s i s t s  o f  " m i n d s . "  In White­
h e a d ' s  view,  t h i s  c o n fu s e s  " c o n s c i o u s n e s s , ” which i s  the  crowning a s p e c t  
o f  e x p e r i e n c e ,  w i th  e x p e r i e n c e  i t s e l f .  Rober t  C. Whit temore c o r r e c t l y  
summarizes  W h i t e h e a d ' s  b a s i c  view o f  r e a l i t y  when he remarks t h a t ,  f o r
O
Whitehead ,  "EXPERIENCE IS ALL." But t h i s  does  n o t  mean t h a t  " c o n s c i o u s ­
n e s s  i s  a l l . "  Whitehead a p h o r i s t i c a l l y  c a p t u r e s  the  e s se n c e  o f  h i s  t h e o r y  
o f  c o n s c i o u s n e s s :  "The p r i n c i p l e  t h a t  I  am a d o p t i n g  i s  t h a t  c o n s c i o u s n e s s
p r e suppose s  e x p e r i e n c e  and n o t  e x p e r i e n c e  c o n s c i o u s n e s s "  (PR, p.  5 3 ) .  Much 
e x p e r i e n c e  i s  s imply " r e c e i v e d "  o r  " g i v e n . "  We f e e l  the  f e e l i n g s  t h a t  come 
t o  us  w i th  no a d d i t i o n .  C onsc iousness  be lo n g s  t o  the  h i g h e r  phases  o f  ex­
p e r i e n c e  and e s s e n t i a l l y  i n v o l v e s  the  c a p a c i t y  t o  make a f f i r m a t i v e  and 
n e g a t i v e  judgments .  " C onsc iousness  i s  how we f e e l  the  a f f i r m a t i o n - n e g a t i o n  
c o n t r a s t "  (PR, p .  243 ) .  T h i s  i n v o lv e s  h o l d in g  d i v e r s e  f e e l i n g s  ( v a r i o u s  
p h y s i c a l  and c o n c e p t u a l  f e e l i n g s )  t o g e t h e r  and t r e a t i n g  a m u l t i p l i c i t y  as  
i f  i t  were a u n i t y  which may be  compared and c o n t r a s t e d  w i th  a n o th e r  
u n i t y .  L o g i c a l l y ,  c o n s c i o u s  judgments  e n t a i l  the  c a p a c i t y  t o  a s s e r t  of  
X ( a  m u l t i p l i c i t y  o f  d a t a )  t h a t  i t  i s  Y ( a  s u b s t a n t i a l  u n i t y )  which i s  n o t  
Z (a  d i f f e r e n t  u n i t y ) .  F u r the rm ore ,  c o n s c io u s  judgments  may be r e f e r e n t  
t o  " p o s s i b i l i t y , "  i . e .  Y i s  p o s s i b l e  i n  s i t u a t i o n  N, b u t  i t  i s  n o t
8Robert  C. Whit temore ,  Makers o f  the  American Mind (New York: W. 
Morrow, 1964) ,  p .  463.
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p o s s i b l e  f o r  s i t u a t i o n  0.
Some examples  o f  c o n s c i o u s  judgments  may h e l p  to  c l a r i f y  the  doc­
t r i n e .  "My house  i s  r e d .  I t  i s  n o t  g r e e n .  I f  I  g e t  a r a i s e ,  I  can p a i n t  
i t  g r e e n . "  Or, "The S o v i e t  System i s  Communist. I f  we a r e  t o  p e r s e r v e  
freedom, we must  be w i l l i n g  to  f i g h t  the  r ed  menace ."  These a r e  examples 
o f  h ig h  g rade  a b s t r a c t i o n s  c o n s c i o u s l y  e n t e r t a i n e d .  I n s o f a r  as  t h e y  r e f e r  
to  e n d u r in g  o b j e c t s  unde rgo ing  a c c i d e n t a l  changes ,  they  a r e  i n a c c u r a t e .
But they  do r e f l e c t  the  i n g r e s s i o n  o f  e t e r n a l  o b j e c t s  and the  t r a n s m i s s i o n  
o f  p h y s i c a l  f e e l i n g s  as  they  a r e  t r a n sm u te d  i n t o  a f e e l i n g  o f  u n i t y  com­
p a r a b l e  w i t h  o t h e r  such f e e l i n g s .  The compar isons  c o n s c i o u s l y  made on ly  
be long  to  h i g h e r  " o r g a n i s m s . "  Men d e c i d e  t o  b u i l d  red  o r  g r e e n  houses  o r  
t o  v o t e  f o r  s o c i a l i s t  c a n d i d a t e s ;  r o c k s  do n o t .
" E x p e r i e n c e "  i s  the  key t o  W h i t e h e a d ' s  t h o u g h t ,  b u t  e x p e r i e n c e  i s  
n o t ,  f o r  W hitehead ,  c o n f i n e d  to  t h e  p a s s i v e  c o n te m p la t io n  o f  dead m a t t e r  
in  motion  o r  the  e t e r n a l l y  comple ted Idea  i n  the  mind o f  God. The world 
i s  f e l t  a s  an a c t i v e  p r e s e n c e ,  a r e a l i t y  t h a t  i s  as  much a p a r t  o f  us  as  
we a r e  a p a r t  o f  i t .  The " f a l l a c y  o f  m isp lac e d  c o n c r e t e n e s s "  i n v o lv e s  
t r e a t i n g  d e r i v a t i v e  a b s t r a c t i o n s  as  i f  they  were c o n c r e t e  e n t i t i e s  (PR, 
pp.  7; 18; 93;  94;  SMW, pp .  5 1 - 6 0 ) .  What i s  c o n c r e t e  i s  the  wor ld  we 
f e e l ;  e v e r y t h i n g  e l s e  we know i s  a b s t r a c t e d  from f e e l i n g s .  Whitehead 
seeks  t o  r e s t o r e  to  t h o u g h t  r e s p e c t  f o r  the  r i c h n e s s ,  v a r i e t y  and awe­
someness o f  e x p e r i e n c e .  For Whitehead,  t h e  "wor ld"  i s  known as  the  
r ange  o f  f e e l i n g s  i t  i n c l u d e s .  To f o r g e t  our  f e e l i n g s  i s  t o  f o r g e t  e v e r y ­
t h i n g .
The U n i f o r m i t y  o f  Natu re
In h i s  e s s a y  on u n i f o r m i t y  and c o n t i n g e n c y ,  Whitehead i d e n t i f i e s  
an i s s u e  which a n im a te s  much o f  h i s  p h i lo s o p h y  o f  o rgan i sm .  He asks
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whe the r  "on th e  ground of  e x p e r i e n c e ,  we can  deduce any s y s t e m a t i c  u n i ­
f o r m i t y ,  e x te n d i n g  th rou g h o u t  any ty p es  o f  e n t i t i e s  o r  t h ro u g h o u t  t h e  
r e l a t i o n s  between [ s i c ] them" (ESP, p .  100) .  The p o s t u l a t e  o f  c o n n e c t e d ­
n e s s  i s  a l i n c h p i n  f o r  W h i t e h e a d ' s  t h e o r y ;  c o n s e q u e n t l y ,  a d e m o n s t r a t i o n  
t h a t  t h e r e  a r e  no un i fo rm  c o n n e c t i o n s  d i s c o v e r a b l e  w i t h i n  e x p e r i e n c e  would 
be d e v a s t a t i n g  f o r  h i s  t h e o r y .  Whitehead i n d i c a t e s  t h a t  a d i s c u s s i o n  of  
u n i f o r m i t y  and c o n t i n g e n c y  must  b e g in  w i t h  Hume. Hume p r o v i d e s  the  
" c l a s s i c  l o c u s "  f o r  t h e  d e n i a l  o f  u n i f o r m i t y  i n  e x p e r i e n c e ;  t h e r e f o r e ,  h i s  
w r i t i n g s  a r e  su b m i t t e d  to  s u b s t a n t i a l  c r i t i c a l  a t t e n t i o n  (ESP, p .  100; PR, 
pp. 130-144) .
Hume den ied  t h a t  e x p e r i e n c e  c o u ld  r e v e a l  c a u s a l  c o n n e c t i o n .  I f  we 
r e l y  on the  p e r c e p t i o n s  o f  the  s e n s e s —w hich ,  f o r  Hume, i s  t h e  b a s i s  
f o r  a l l  e x p e r i e n c e —no j u s t i f i c a t i o n  f o r  a s s e r t i n g  the  r e a l i t y  o f  c a u se s  
and e f f e c t s  can be found .  What t h e  s e n s e s  r e v e a l  a r e  d i s t i n c t  im pres ­
s i o n s  " c o n s t a n t l y  c o n j o i n e d B e l i e f  i n  c a u s a l i t y  i s  a p r o d u c t  o f  
"custom"  ( t h e  " h a b i t "  o f  o b s e r v i n g  " e x a c t l y  s i m i l a r "  c a s e s  c o n s t a n t l y  
c o n j o i n e d ) .  Hume's d o c t r i n e  depends on th e  c o n v i c t i o n  t h a t  s e n s e  im pres ­
s i o n s  a r e  s e p a r a t e  and t h a t  a l l  r e l a t i o n s  a r e  e x t e r n a l .  Thus, he con­
c l u d e s  w i th  rem arkab le  c o n f i d e n c e  t h a t  " t h e  e f f e c t  i s  t o t a l l y  d i f f e r e n t  
f rom the  c ause  and c o n s e q u e n t l y  can  n e v e r  be d i s c o v e r e d  in  i t . " * *  He 
does n o t  con tend  t h a t  b e l i e f  i n  c a u s e s  i s  w i t h o u t  v a l u e .  S c ience  and 
common l i f e  a r e  presumed to  depend upon a s s e r t i n g  th e  e x i s t e n c e  o f  
c a u s e s .  N e v e r t h e l e s s ,  r e a s o n i n g  upon e x p e r i e n c e  c a nno t  r e v e a l  t h e i r  
e x i s t e n c e ,  and Hume e x p l a i n s  t h e i r  a s s e r t i o n  w i t h  r a t h e r  vague a p p e a l s
*^David Hume, On Human Na tu re  and the  U n d e r s t a n d i n g , e d . Anthony 
Flew (New York: C o l l i e r ,  1962) ,  pp .  48-52^
U I b i d . ,  p. 50.
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to  " cu s to m ,"  " h a b i t "  and " p r a c t i c e . "
The r e l e v a n c e  o f  Hume's c r i t i q u e  i s  n o t  c o n f i n e d  to  t h e  i s s u e  o f
c a u s a l i t y .  His s k e p t i c a l  c o n c l u s i o n s ,  i f  a c c e p t e d ,  damage any t h e s i s
a s s e r t i n g  th e  u n i f o r m i t y  o f  n a t u r e .  K a r l  Popper  has  a rgued t h a t  Hume's
d e n i a l  o f  c a u s a t i o n  e n t a i l s  t h e  d e n i a l  o f  r e l i a b l e  i n d u c t i o n .
Hume's l o g i c a l  problem o f  i n d u c t i o n  i s  the  problem o f  whe ther  we 
a r e  e n t i t l e d  t o  i n f e r  unobserved c a s e s  from obse rved  c a s e s ;  o r  
'unknown' ( u n a c c e p te d )  s t a t e m e n t s  f rom 'known'  ( a c c e p t e d )  s t a t e ­
m en ts ,  however many. Hume's answer to  t h e  problem i s  c l e a r l y  nega­
t i v e ;  and a s  he p o i n t s  o u t ,  i t  r emains n e g a t i v e  even i f  our  i n f e r ­
ence i s  mere ly  t o  t h e  p r o b a b i l i t y  o f  a connex ion  t h a t  ha s  no t  
been obse rved  r a t h e r  than  t o  i t s  n e c e s s i t y . 12
P o p p e r ' s  c o n c l u s i o n  i s  based on two p r i n c i p l e s  upon which Hume f i r m l y
i n s i s t e d .  Popper  c i t e s  a c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  p a s sa g e  in  which the  p r i n c i p l e s
a r e  a s s e r t e d .
Let  men be once f u l l y  perswaded o f  t h e s e  two p r i n c i p l e s ,
Tha t  t h e r e  i s  n o t h in g  i n  any o b j e c t ,  c o n s i d e r ' d  i n  i t s e l f , 
which can a f f o r d  us a r e a s o n  f o r  drawing  a c o n c l u s i o n  be­
yond i t ; and ,  Tha t  even a f t e r  the  o b s e r v a t i o n  o f  the  f r e ­
quen t  o r  c o n s t a n t  c o n j u n c t i o n  o f  o b j e c t s ,  we have no r e a s o n  
t o  draw any i n f e r e n c e  c o n c e r n in g  any o b j e c t  beyond t h o s e  o f  
which we have had e x p e r i e n c e . 1 3
Popper  con te n d s  t h a t  t h e s e  p rem ises  lend no a s s u r a n c e  t h a t  our  i n d u c t i o n s  
w i l l  be r e l i a b l e ,  b u t  the  i m p l i c a t i o n s  a r e  p e rh a p s  even more r a d i c a l .  
Whitehead i s  conv inced  t h a t  Hume's p r i n c i p l e s  p rov ide  no b a s i s  f o r  a s s e r t ­
in g  any c o n n e c t e d n e s s  w i t h i n  e x p e r i e n c e .  I n f e r e n c e  c o n c e rn in g  p a s t  s t a t e s  
i s  no more p e r m i s s i b l e ,  on Hume's t h e o r y ,  than  i n d u c t i o n .
12K a r l  R. Popper ,  O b j e c t i v e  Knowledge: An E v o l u t i o n a r y  Approach 
(London: Oxford U n i v e r s i t y  P r e s s ,  1972) ,  pT 89.
13 I b i d . ,  pp .  88-89 .  The i t a l i c s  a r e  P o p p e r ' s .
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Whitehead b e l i e v e s  t h a t  San tayana  ha s  drawn the  p r o p e r  i n f e r e n c e
from Hume's d o c t r i n e s ;  t h e  d o c t r i n e s  r e q u i r e  a s s e n t  t o  t h e  " s o l i p s i s m  o f
t h e  p r e s e n t  moment" (PR, pp .  48-49 ;  8 1 ) .  S a n t a y a n a ' s  p h r a s e  means t h a t
v a l i d  a s s e r t i o n s ,  on Humean p r i n c i p l e s ,  may be made o n ly  c o n c e r n in g  p e r -
c e p t i b l e s  p e r c e i v e d  a t  a s i n g l e  moment. Mo a s s e r t i o n s  a r e  l e g i t i m a t e
t h a t  r e f e r  t o  presumed p e r c e p t i b l e s  t h a t  may be o r  have been p e r c e i v e d .
Accord ing  t o  S a n taya na ,  t h i s  r e s u l t s  from Hume's " a t t e m p t  to  conce ive
e x p e r i e n c e  d iv o r c e d  from i t s  p h y s i c a l  ground and from i t s  n a t u r a l  o b j e c t s ,
14as  a dream go ing  on i n  v a c u o . "  Whitehead i s  i n  f i r m  agreement  w i th  t h i s  
c o n c l u s i o n .
From W h i t e h e a d ' s  p o i n t  o f  view,  a c c e p t i n g  Hume's t h e o r y  o f  e x p e r ­
i e n c e  i s  t an tamount  t o  deny ing  a r an g e  o f  c o n c e p t s  commonly though t  to  
b e long  t o  the  p r o v in c e  o f  s c i e n c e .  N o t ions  such as  p h y s i c a l  " n a t u r a l  
l a w s , "  " c a u s a t i o n , "  " i n d u c t i o n "  and " p r e d i c t i o n "  c o l l a p s e  u n d e r  the  
w e ig h t  o f  Hume's c r i t i c a l  a s s a u l t .
Whitehead a t t e m p t s  t o  d e m o n s t r a t e  t h a t  Hume's c o n c l u s i o n s  a r e  
p a r a s i t i c  on p r i n c i p l e s  o v e r t l y  d e n i e d .  For  i n s t a n c e ,  Hume r e p e a t e d l y  
a p p e a l s  t o  memory i n  e s t a b l i s h i n g  h i s  t h e s e s  when, on p r i n c i p l e ,  the  
e x i s t e n c e  o f  p a s t  s t a t e s  c a nno t  be v a l i d a t e d .  The s e n sa  o f  a p a s t  s t a t e  
c a n n o t  be i n f e r r e d  because  an o b j e c t  a l l o w s  no i n f e r e n c e  beyond i t s e l f ,  
and they  c a n n o t  be sensed  because  they  a r e  n o t  p r e s e n t  t o  the  s e n s e s .  A 
s e n s a  t h a t  i s  n o t  sensed  can t e l l  no t a l e s ,  and t h e r e  i s  no w a r r a n t  f o r  
b e l i e v i n g  in  " t h a t "  s e nsa  w h i l e  a t t e n d i n g  " t h i s "  s e n s a .
In  any e v e n t ,  Whitehead i s  conv inced  t h a t  Hume's t a c i t  a p p e a l s  a r e  
more i l l u m i n a t i n g  than  h i s  o v e r t  d o c t r i n e s .  I ndeed ,  Whitehead a p p e a l s
^ G e o r g e  San tayana ,  S k e p t i c i s m  and Animal F a i t h :  I n t r o d u c t i o n  to  a 
System o f  Ph i lo s o p h y  (New York: Dover,  1955) ,  p.  294.
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to  Hume's a u t h o r i t y  i n  t e s t i f y i n g  to  t h e  vague ,  penumbra 1 e le m en ts  o f  
r e a l i t y  which r e c e i v e  i n s u f f i c i e n t  c r i t i c a l  a t t e n t i o n .  Whitehead 
g e n e r a l l y  i n s i s t s  t h a t  the  b e s t  method f o r  r e a d i n g  modern p h i lo s o p h y  i s  
t o  look to  t h o s e  e le m en ts  o f  a p h i l o s o p h e r s '  w r i t i n g s  n o t  chosen  f o r  e x ­
p l i c i t  d e f e n s e .  The p h i lo s o p h y  o f  organ ism i s  based  on th e s e  e lem en ts  
(PR, pp.  x i - x i i ) .
Hume's a u t h o r i t y  i s  n o t  a c c e p te d  on a l l  q u e s t i o n s .  Like many 
o t h e r  modern p h i l o s o p h e r s ,  Hume a c c e p t s  the  t r u t h  and n e c e s s i t y  o f  the  
cosmology o f  s c i e n t i f i c  m a t e r i a l i s m .  F u r the rm ore ,  he f o l l o w s  the  lead  
o f  Locke in  grounding  h i s  p h i lo s o p h y  on an im pl ied  d u a l i s m  between the  
s u b j e c t  who e n t e r t a i n s  s e nse  d a t a  and th e  o b j e c t  t h a t  p roduces  them. 
Whitehead r e j e c t s  bo th  s c i e n t i f i c  m a t e r i a l i s m  and p s y c h o - p h y s i c a l  d u a l ­
i s m , ^  and h i s  r e j e c t i o n  o f  t h e s e  d o c t r i n e s  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  c l a r i f i e s  t h e  
background o f  h i s  t h e o r y .
Thomas N. Har t  c o r r e c t l y  con te nds  t h a t  much o f  W hi tehead 's
thought  i s  d i r e c t e d  toward a " c r i t i q u e  o f  s c i e n t i f i c  m a t e r i a l i s m . " * ^
Whitehead has  c o n c i s e l y  i d e n t i f i e d  the  major  e lem en ts  o f  the  cosmology
a g a i n s t  which he c o n te n d s .  He d e s c r i b e s  i t  as
th e  f i x e d  s c i e n t i f i c  cosmology which p re suppose s  the u l t i m a t e  
f a c t  o f  an i r r e d u c i b l e  b r u t e  m a t t e r ,  o r  m a t e r i a l  sp read  
th rough  space  in  a f l u x  o f  c o n f i g u r a t i o n s .  In  i t s e l f  such a 
m a t e r i a l  i s  s e n s e l e s s ,  v a l u e l e s s ,  p u r p o s e l e s s .  I t  does  j u s t  
what  i t  does  do, f o l l o w in g  a f i x e d  r o u t i n e  imposed by e x t e r n a l  
r e l a t i o n s  which do n o t  s p r i n g  from th e  n a t u r e  o f  i t s  b e in g .
(SMW, p.  17)
*^The p h r a s e  i s  A r th u r  L o v e j o y ' s .  See A. 0.  Lovejoy ,  The Revol t  
A g a in s t  Dual ism ( L a S a l l e ,  I l l i n o i s :  Open C our t ,  1930) ,  pp.  1-33.
^Thom as  H. H a r t ,  "W h i t eh e a d ' s  C r i t i q u e  o f  S c i e n t i f i c  M a t e r i a l i s m , "  
New S c h o l a s t i c i s m ,  4 3 ,  1969, 229-51.
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Whitehead n o t e s  t h a t  the  Newtonian cosmology i s  v a l u a b l e ,  indeed  i n d i s ­
p e n s a b l e ,  w i t h i n  a l i m i t e d  range  o f  o b s e r v a t i o n s ,  bu t  i t  " b re a k s  down 
a t  once"  when a p p l i e d  o u t s i d e  i t s  p r o p e r  r a n g e .  The scheme cannot  a c ­
c o u n t  f o r  "more s u b t l e  employment o f  our  s e n s e s ,  o r  . . . t h e  r e q u e s t
o f  meanings and f o r  c ohe rence  o f  t h o u g h t s "  (SMW, p.  17) .
M a t e r i a l i s m  can be i n f u s e d  i n t o  a v a r i e t y  o f  p h i l o s o p h i c a l  con­
t e x t s .  I t  can  be combined w i th  a m e t a p h y s i c a l  d u a l i s m ,  as  i n  D e s c a r t e s ,  
o r  i t  can be a s s e r t e d  on p o s t u l a t i o n a l  g rounds ,  e . g . ,  as  a " r e q u i r e m e n t  
o f  s c i e n c e . "  R e g a r d l e s s  o f  t h e  c o n t e x t ,  Whitehead i s  conv inced t h a t  i t s  
a c c e p t a n c e  l e a d s  to  p h i l o s o p h i c a l  inco h e ren c y  and inadequacy .  The most 
e l e m e n t a l  form o f  p h i l o s o p h i c  m a t e r i a l i s m  in v o lv e s  the  t o t a l  a c ce p tan c e  
o f  the  cosmology. M a t t e r  i n  motion  i s  a l l ,  and n o t h in g  more can be 
f o u n d .
From W h i t e h e a d ' s  p o i n t  o f  v iew,  t h e  prob lem wi th  s t r a i g h t f o r w a r d  
m e t a p h y s i c a l  m a t e r i a l i s m  i s  t h a t  someth ing  more than  m a t t e r  i n  motion 
can be found .  What can be found i s  e x p e r i e n c e  i t s e l f .  M a t e r i a l i s m  i n ­
v o l v e s  a g rand  a b s t r a c t i o n  from our  f e e l i n g s  o f  the  w or ld .  In  the  p r o ­
c e s s ,  the  e x p e r i e n c e s  from which the  a b s t r a c t i o n  was made a r e  d e n ie d .
Whitehead i s  no more i n c l i n e d  to  a c c e p t  p s y c h o - p h y s i c a l  du a l i s m .  
Dual ism r e c e i v e s  i t s  c l a s s i c a l  s t a t e m e n t  and d e fe n s e  in  the  w r i t i n g s  of  
Rene D e s c a r t e s .  He d i s t i n g u i s h e s  two k inds  o f  " s u b s t a n c e " — extended  
s u b s t a n c e  and t h i n k i n g  s u b s t a n c e .  The " laws"  gove rn ing  ex tended  sub­
s t a n c e  a r e  no l e s s  a p p l i c a b l e  than  in  m e t a p h y s i c a l  m a t e r i a l i s t s  such 
as  Hobbes. Bodies  a r e  c o n s t r u e d  to  behave l i k e  m ach ines ,  and the  C rea ­
t o r ' s  w i l l  i s  immutably i m p r in t e d  on ex tended  s u b s t a n c e .  From White­
h e a d ' s  p e r s p e c t i v e ,  a g a i n  i s  made i n  r e c o g n i z i n g  an e n t i t y ,  t h in k i n g  
s u b s t a n c e ,  who can o b s e rv e  the  laws o f  m ot ion ;  e x p e r i e n c e  i s  r e s t o r e d  to
73
r e a l i t y .  N e v e r t h e l e s s ,  Whitehead and o t h e r  c r i t i c s  con tend  t h a t  D e s c a r t e s
f a i l s  t o  m a i n t a i n  t h e  c ohe rence  between the  two rea lms  o f  b e in g .  How can
an unex tended ,  im m a t e r i a l  s u b s t a n c e  i n t e r a c t  w i th  a t o t a l l y  d i f f e r e n t  
s o r t  o f  s u b s t a n c e ?
More i m p o r t a n t l y ,  Whitehead i s  conv inced t h a t  d u a l i s m  d e n ie s  man's  
p l a c e  in  n a t u r e .  Dual ism r e s u l t s  in  an u nw ar ran ted  " b i f u r c a t i o n  o f  na­
t u r e . "  Whitehead e x p r e s s e s  h i s  concern f o r c e f u l l y :
What I am e s s e n t i a l l y  p r o t e s t i n g  a g a i n s t  i s  the b i f u r c a t i o n  
o f  n a t u r e  i n t o  two sys tems  o f  r e a l i t y ,  which ,  i n s o f a r  as  
they  a r e  r e a l ,  a r e  r e a l  i n  d i f f e r e n t  s e n s e s .  One r e a l i t y  would 
be the  e n t i t i e s  such as  e l e c t r o n s  which a r e  the  s tudy  o f  
s p e c u l a t i v e  p h y s i c s .  Th is  would be the  r e a l i t y  which i s  t h e r e  
f o r  knowledge;  a l though  on t h i s  t h e o r y  i t  i s  n e v e r  known.
For  what  i s  known i s  t h e  o t h e r  s o r t  o f  r e a l i t y ,  which i s  the  
by p l a y  o f  t h e  mind. Thus,  t h e r e  would be two n a t u r e s ,  one 
i s  the  c o n j e c t u r e  and the  o t h e r  i s  t h e  dream. (CN, p. 30)
I n  D e s c a r t e s '  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  the  u n i t y  o f  r e a l i t y  i s  g u a ra n t e e d  by God.
Whitehead does n o t  a c c e p t  the  r e l i a n c e  upon God 's  goodness  and v e r a c i t y
as  s u r e t y  f o r  the  c ohe rence  o f  r e a l i t y .  He f e e l s  t h a t  bo th  D e s c a r t e s  and
L e ib n iz  i n t r o d u c e  God as  an ad hoc p r i n c i p l e  t o  s a lv a g e  c o h e re n c e .  Th is
deus ex  machina Whitehead r e j e c t s .
The L e i b n i z i a n  s o l u t i o n  [windowless  monads] can m i t i g a t e  
t h e  i l l u s o r i n e s s  [ o f  t h e  phenomenal  world]  on ly  by r e c o u r s e  
to  a p ious  dependence upon God. Th is  p r i n c i p l e  was i n ­
voked by D e s c a r t e s  and by L e i b n i z ,  in  o r d e r  t o  h e l p  ou t  
t h e i r  e p i s t e m o l o g y . I t  i s  a d e v ic e  v e ry  repugnan t  t o  a 
c o n s i s t e n t  r a t i o n a l i t y .  The v e ry  p o s s i b i l i t y  o f  knowledge 
s hou ld  n o t  be an a c c i d e n t  o f  God 's  goodness ;  i t  shou ld  de­
pend upon t h e  in te rw oven  n a t u r e  o f  t h i n g s .  A f t e r  a l l  God's
knowledge has  e q u a l l y  t o  be e x p l a i n e d .  (PR, p .  190)
In a c co rda nce  w i t h  h i s  commitment t o  r a t i o n a l i t y ,  Whitehead makes a 
c o n c e r t e d  e f f o r t  to  avo id  the  " b i f u r c a t i o n  of  n a t u r e . "  Na ture  must  be 
conc e ive d  as  a p i e c e .  Whitehead ado p t s  a p l u r a l i s t  scheme which p o s i t s  
i n t r i n s i c  r e l a t i o n s  among a v a r i e t y  o f  e n t i t i e s  no t  fundam en ta l ly  d i f ­
f e r e n t  in  k i n d .  His s p e c i f i c  d o c t r i n e s  c o n c e rn in g  n a t u r a l  law.
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c a u s a t i o n ,  i n d u c t i o n  and p r e d i c t i o n  a r e  s u b j e c t e d  to  the  g e n e r a l  r e ­
qu i rem en t  t h a t  they  conform to  e x p e r i e n c e  w i t h o u t  deny ing  the  i n t e l l i ­
g i b l e  u n i t y  o f  n a t u r e .
W h i t e h e a d ' s  a t t e m p t  t o  u n d e r s t a n d  th e  u n i f o r m i t y  o f  n a t u r e
n a t u r a l l y  l e a d s  t o  c o n s i d e r a t i o n  o f  the  laws o f  n a t u r e .  Many o f  h i s
o b s e r v a t i o n s  on " n a t u r a l  law" were o c c as io n ed  l e s s  by p h i l o s o p h i c a l
c o n t r o v e r s i e s  p e r  se  than by deve lopm ents  i n  s c i e n t i f i c  cosmology.
In h i s  d i a l o g u e s  w i th  Lucien P r i c e ,  he t e l l s  o f  t h e  e f f e c t s  o f  the
breakdown in  the  Newtonian cosmology on h i s  p h i l o s o p h i c a l  deve lopment .
There i s  n o t  a s i n g l e  c o n c e p t  o f  the  Newtonian p h y s ic s  
which was t a u g h t  as  a whole t r u t h ,  t h a t  has  n o t  now been 
d i s p l a c e d .  The Newtonian i d e a s  a r e  s t i l l  u s e f u l ,  as  u s e f u l  
a s  they  e v e r  were ,  b u t  they  a r e  no l o n g e r  t r u e  i n  the  
s ense  i n  which 1 was t a u g h t  t h a t  they  were t r u e .  Th is  e x p e r ­
i e n c e  h a s  p r o fo u n d ly  a f f e c t e d  my t h i n k i n g .  To have supposed 
you had c e r t i t u d e  once ,  and c e r t i t u d e  abou t  the  s o l i d e s t -  
l ook ing  t h i n g  in  the  u n i v e r s e ,  and then  to  have had i t  blow 
up on your  hands i n t o  i n c o n c e i v a b l e  i n f i n i t i e s  h a s  a f f e c t e d  
e v e r y t h i n g  e l s e  i n  the  u n i v e r s e  f o r  me. ( D i a l ,  p .  238)
Among the  abandoned c e r t a i n t i e s  t h a t  accompanied the  Newtonian cosmol­
ogy was the  b e l i e f  i n  immutable  laws o f  n a t u r e .  The b e l i e f  pe rmeated 
a l l  d e p a r tm e n t s  o f  though t  in  t h e  n i n e t e e n t h  c e n t u r y .  Whitehead b e l i e v e s  
t h a t  the  n i n e t e e n t h  c e n t u r y  f a i t h  in  D e i s t i c  laws o f  n a t u r e  i s  a d i s p e n ­
s a b l e  " h a l f - t r u t h . "  "Peop le  make th e  m is t a k e  o f  t a l k i n g  a b o u t  ' n a t u r a l  
l a w s . '  There a r e  no n a t u r a l  l aw s .  There  a r e  on ly  tem porary  h a b i t s  o f  
n a t u r e "  ( D i a l ,  p .  367) .  Here,  i n  a h i g h l y  compressed and r a t h e r  in te m p e r ­
a t e  form, we have  W h i t e h e a d ' s  epocha l  t h e o r y  o f  n a t u r a l  law.
Whitehead i s  conv inced  o f  the  impor tance  o f  b e l i e f  i n  law f o r  the
c i v i l i z a t i o n  o f  t h o u g h t .
The n o t i o n  o f  Law, t h a t  i s  t o  say ,  o f  some measure o f  r e g u l a r ­
i t y  or  o f  p e r s i s t e n c e  o r  o f  r e c u r r e n c e ,  i s  an e s s e n t i a l  e l e ­
ment i n  t h e  u rge  towards t e c h n o l o g y ,  methodology,  s c h o l a r s h i p
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and s p e c u l a t i o n .  A par t  from a c e r t a i n  smoothness  in  the
n a t u r e  o f  t h i n g s ,  t h e r e  can be no knowledge,  no u s e f u l
method,  no i n t e l l i g e n t  p u r p o se .  Lacking an e lement  o f  Law, 
t h e r e  remains  a mere w e l t e r  o f  d e t a i l s  w i t h  no f o o th o l d  
f o r  comparison  w i th  any o t h e r  such w e l t e r ,  i n  the  p a s t ,  
i n  the  f u t u r e ,  o r  c i r cumambient  i n  the  p r e s e n t .  (A l ,  p .  109)
N e v e r t h e l e s s ,  t h e r e  a r e  s e v e r a l  v e r s i o n s  o f  t h e  r o l e  o f  Law in  human 
u n d e r s t a n d i n g ,  and t h e s e  seeming ly  i n c o m p a t ib le  a l t e r n a t i v e s  need to
r e c e i v e  some m e d i a t i o n .  Whitehead i d e n t i f i e s  f o u r  d o c t r i n e s  o f  n a t u r a l
law t h a t  have ach ie ve d  some c u r r e n c y  a t  one t ime o r  a n o t h e r  i n  the  
h i s t o r y  o f  w e s t e r n  t h o u g h t .  The f o u r  s c h o o l s  o f  t h o u g h t  he terms the 
s c hoo l  o f  immanence, the  s c h o o l  o f  i m p o s i t i o n ,  the  p o s i t i v i s t  schoo l  
o f  o b s e r v a t i o n  and the  s c h o o l  o f  c o n v e n t i o n a l  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n .  He i n d i ­
c a t e s  t h a t  a l l  f o u r  s c h o o l s  have a d v a n ta g e s ,  and he a t t e m p t s  a s y n th e ­
s i s  o f  t h e  t h e o r i e s  p u r g in g  them o f  i n c o m p a t a b i l i t i e s .
The s c h o o l  o f  immanence, which i s  c l o s e s t  t o  W h i t e h ea d ' s  t h e o r y ,  
h o l d s  t h a t  " t h e  o r d e r  o f  n a t u r e  e x p r e s s e s  t h e  c h a r a c t e r s  o f  the  r e a l  
t h i n g s  which j o i n t l y  compose th e  e x i s t e n c e s  to  be found in  n a t u r e "  (AI, 
pp. 111-112) .  Whitehead draws s e v e r a l  i m p l i c a t i o n s  from the  d o c t r i n e .  
F i r s t ,  t h e  r e l a t i o n s  t h a t  ho ld  i n  an immanent sys tem o f  laws a r e  " i n t e r ­
n a l . "  R e l a t i o n s  t h a t  i n h e r e  a r e  found w i t h i n  the  system o f  e x i s t e n c e s  
and f o l l o w  from t h e i r  s p e c i f i c  c h a r a c t e r s .  Second,  i f  the  t h i n g s  t h a t  
a r e  found w i t h i n  the  sys tem o f  n a t u r e  change,  the  laws o f  n a t u r e  change 
t o o .  There a r e  o t h e r  i m p l i c a t i o n s  as  w e l l ,  b u t  t h e s e  can be p r o f i t a b l y  
r e s e r v e d  f o r  d i s c u s s i o n  l a t e r .  The problem w i th  the  immanent t h eo ry  i s  
t h a t  i t  p r o v i d e s  no g u a r a n t e e  f o r  the  p e r s i s t e n c e  o f  r e g u l a r i t i e s .  To 
avo id  chaos a " p r i n c i p l e  o f  l i m i t a t i o n "  and " p r i n c i p l e  o f  c o n c r e t i o n "  
(God) i s  r e q u i r e d .
The d o c t r i n e  o f  imposed law " a d o p t s  the  a l t e r n a t i v e  m e ta p h y s ic a l
d o c t r i n e  o f  E x t e r n a l  R e l a t i o n s  between the  e x i s t e n c e s  which a r e  the  u l t i ­
mate c o n s t i t u e n t s  o f  n a t u r e "  (AI,  p .  113) .  Laws a r e  n o t  h e l d  t o  fo l l o w  
from the  c h a r a c t e r  o f  a c t i v i t y  o f  e x i s t e n c e s ,  b u t  a r e  seen  to  be im­
posed by a s u p e r i o r  f o r c e  t r a n s c e n d e n t  t o  t h e  e x i s t e n c e s  composing n a t u r e .  
Whitehead c o n te n d s ,  a s  Newton r e a d i l y  a d m i t t e d ,  t h a t  t h e  d o c t r i n e  o f  
imposed law e n t a i l s  a commitment to  Deism. E i t h e r  a t r a n s c e n d e n t  fo rc e  
(God) g u a r a n t e e s  the  immutable work ings  o f  imposed laws o r  t h e r e  can be 
no g u a r a n t e e  f o r  t h e  c o n t i n u a t i o n  o f  obse rved  r e g u l a r i t i e s .  The D e i s t  i s  
open ,  in  W h i t e h e a d ' s  view,  t o  the  cha rge  o f  deus ex machina in  so f a r  as  
th e  God who imposes Law i s  r a d i c a l l y  d i f f e r e n t  i n  k ind  from the  c r e a t u r e  
who r e c e i v e s  His commands. Law i s  s t r i c t l y  e x t e r n a l  to  the  sys tem o f  
n a t u r e .
The adva n ta ge  o f  the  d o c t r i n e  o f  i m p o s i t i o n  l i e s  in  i t s  p ragm at ic  
s u c c e s s ;  i t s  a s sum p t ions  have  gu ided  the  g r e a t e s t  s c i e n t i f i c  advances  in 
t h e  h i s t o r y  o f  mankind.  I t s  main d i s a d v a n t a g e  in v o lv e s  the  n e c e s s i t y  to  
e x p l a i n  away numerous d e t a i l s .  "These grand  r e g u l a r i t i e s  a r e  sho t  through  
and th rough  w i th  d e t a i l s  a p p a r e n t l y  c a p r i c i o u s "  (AI,  p .  114) .  C onve r se ly ,  
t h e  d o c t r i n e  o f  immanence has  had l e s s  s u c c e s s  as  a p r e s u p p o s i t i o n  o f  
s c i e n t i f i c  r e s e a r c h ,  bu t  i t  h a s  i n t e r p r e t i v e  a d va n ta ge s  which lead  White­
head to  r e c o n s i d e r  P l a t o ' s  cosmology,  s e ek in g  m o d i f i c a t i o n s  o f  i t .  "The 
P l a t o n i c  ' p e r s u a s i o n '  i s  r e q u i r e d "  (AI,  p .  115) .
The p o s i t i v i s t  s choo l  o f  o b s e r v a t i o n  and th e  School  o f  conven­
t i o n a l  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  s h a re  common f e a t u r e s .  Accord ing  to  Whitehead ,  the 
p o s i t i v i s t s  seek  t o  r educe  s t a t e m e n t s  abou t  the  "smoothness  in the  n a t u r e  
o f  t h i n g s "  t o  obse rved  r e g u l a r i t i e s ,  a v o id in g  s p e c u l a t i v e  c o n c l u s i o n s  be­
yond d a t a  p r e s e n t e d  f o r  o b s e r v a t i o n .  C o n v e n t i o n a l i s t s  a t t e m p t  to  reduce  
t h e o r i e s  t o  the  s t a t u s  of  cus tomary  ways o f  look ing  a t  the  wor ld .  The
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o b j e c t i v e  v a l i d i t y  o f  s c i e n t i f i c  s t a t e m e n t s ,  on t h i s  view,  i s  a c c i ­
d e n t a l  i f  t h e r e  i s  any v a l i d i t y  a t  a l l .  Accord ing  to  Whitehead ,  p o s i*  
t i v i s tn  d e r i v e s  i t s  s t r e n g t h  from the  f a c t  t h a t  the  r ange  o f  p o t e n t i a l  and 
a c t u a l  o b s e r v a t i o n s  i s  l i m i t e d .  R e g u l a r i t i e s  which cou ld  be observed  
o u t s i d e  our  range  o f  o b s e r v a t i o n —c o n s t r u e d  s p a t i a l l y  o r  t e m p o r a l l y — 
may d i f f e r  from th o s e  a c t u a l l y  o b s e rv e d .  The s t r e n g t h  o f  c o n v e n t i o n a l i s m  
d e r i v e s  from the  f a c t  t h a t  v a r i a n t  t h e o r e t i c a l  and o b s e r v a t i o n a l  t o o l s  
may be " s u c c e s s f u l l y "  a p p l i e d  to  the  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  n a t u r e — e . g .  v a r ­
ious  E u c l i d i a n  and n o n - E u c l i d i a n  g e o m e t r i e s .
The weakness  o f  p o s i t i v i s m  l i e s  i n  i t s  r e s t r i c t i o n  o f  the  s p e c u l a ­
t i v e  im p u l s e .  Whitehead c i t e s  the  example o f  the  d i s c o v e r y  o f  a new 
p l a n e t  by th e  Lowell  O b s e r v a to r y  i n  A r i z o n a .  He n o t e s  t h a t  the  u se  o f  
p o s i t i v i s t  c r i t e r i a ,  r e q u i r i n g  t h a t  we s t i c k  t o  obse rved  r e g u l a r i t i e s ,  
would have p r e c l u d e d  the  d i s c o v e r y .  Simple m a th e m a t ic a l  formulae  would 
have e f f e c t i v e l y  d e s c r i b e d  the  d e v i a t i o n s  i n  the  o r b i t s  o f  Uranus and 
Neptune,  b u t  the  t h e o r e t i c a l  commitments o f  the a s t r o n o m e r s  p re v e n te d  
ad o p t io n  o f  t h i s  s t r a t e g y .  At a l l  s t a g e s  the  commitment was s p e c u l a ­
t i v e  .
The new e x p l a n a t i o n  i s  now invo lve d  i n  a s p e c u l a t i v e  e x t e n ­
s io n  o f  a w e l t e r  o f  p h y s i c a l  laws,  c o n c e r n in g  t e l e s c o p e s ,  
l i g h t ,  and p h o tog ra phy ,  laws which mere ly  c l a i m  to  r e g i s t e r
obse rved  f a c t s .  I t  i s  i n v o lv e d  in  t h e  s p e c u l a t i v e  a p p l i c a ­
t i o n  o f  such laws t o  p a r t i c u l a r  c i r c u m s t a n c e s  w i t h i n  the 
o b s e r v a t o r i e s ,  f o r  which c i r c u m s t a n c e s  t h e s e  laws a r e  n o t  
c o n c u r r e n t l y  v e r i f i e d .  The r e s u l t  o f  t h i s  maze o f  s p e c u l a ­
t i v e  e x t e n s i o n s  i s  t o  co n n e c t  the  d e v i a t i o n s  o f  Uranus and 
Neptune w i th  t h e  d o t s  on the  p h o to g ra p h ic  p l a t e s .  (AI,  pp.
127-28)
A d d i t i o n a l l y ,  p o s i t i v i s m  s u f f e r s  from an i n a b i l i t y  t o  c l a i m  a l i k e l i h o o d  
f o r  the  r e c u r r e n c e  o f  r e g u l a r i t i e s  o r  t o  ac co u n t  f o r  a r e c u r r e n c e  when
i t  happens .  Whitehead r e l a t e s  the  p o s i t i v i s t  d o c t r i n e  t o  Hume. Hume's
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b e l i e f  t h a t  we ground our  e x p l a n a t i o n s  upon the  e x p e c t a t i o n  t h a t  r e ­
c u r r e n c e s  i n  the  p a s t  w i l l  r e c u r  in  t h e  f u t u r e  i s  open to  o b j e c t i o n .
"At t h i s  s t a g e  H o t s p u r ' s  q u e s t i o n  a r i s e s  in  our  mind.  'But  w i l l  they  
come when you do c a l l  f o r  t h e m ? " 1 (AI,  p. 125) .  The p o s i t i v i s t  a t ­
tempt  t o  purge though t  o f  s p e c u l a t i v e  and m e t a p h y s i c a l  commitments 
o f t e n  encourages  a t t e n t i o n  to  the  l e a s t  s t a b l e  r e g u l a r i t i e s  o r  r e l i ­
ance upon m e t a p h y s i c a l  p r e s u p p o s i t i o n s  t h a t  a r e  d o g m a t i c a l l y  o r  c o v e r t l y  
h e l d .  P o s i t i v i s t  thou g h t  t en d s  t o  " c a n a l i z e  thou g h t  and o b s e r v a t i o n  
w i t h i n  p red e t e rm in e d  l i m i t s ,  based  upon i n a d e q u a te  m e t a p h y s i c a l  assump­
t i o n s  d o g m a t i c a l l y  assumed" (AI,  p.  118) .
The weakness  o f  c o n v e n t i o n a l i s m  i n v o lv e s  i t s  c o n fu s io n  between 
a  v a r i e t y  o f  t h e o r e t i c a l  app roaches  and an i n f i n i t y  o f  t h e o r e t i c a l  ap­
p r o a c h e s .  Whitehead n o t e s  t h a t  the  v a r i o u s  g e o m e t r i e s  employ d i s c r e ­
p a n t  d e f i n i t i o n s  o f  d i s t a n c e  and c ongruence ,  b u t  he c on te nds  t h a t  the  geo­
m e t r i e s  a r e  a b s t r a c t e d  from and a p p l i e d  to  a p e r c e p t u a l  background t h a t  
i s  i n  some r e s p e c t s  i n v a r i a n t .
I t  i s  f a i r l y  obv ious  t h a t ,  a p a r t  from minor i n a c c u r a c i e s  
o f  p e r c e p t i o n ,  we do a l l  i n  f a c t  adop t  t h e  same sys tem. I t  i s  
a f a c t  o f  n a t u r e  t h a t  a d i s t a n c e  o f  t h i r t y  m i l e s  i s  a long walk 
f o r  anyone .  There i s  no c o n v e n t io n  abou t  t h a t .  Thus the  
a p p e a l  o f  geometry can be d i s m i s s e d  when we a r e  d i s c u s s i n g  the  
q u e s t i o n  o f  the  c o n v e n t i o n a l i t y  o f  t h e  Laws o f  N a tu re .  (AI,  p. 137)
Whitehead adm i ts  t h a t  an i n d e f i n i t e  number o f  p u r e l y  a b s t r a c t  s c i e n c e s  may
be a p p l i e d  t o  n a t u r e  bu t  a rg u e s  t h a t  t h i s  shou ld  no t  be t w i s t e d  t o  imply
t h a t  any laws we might  c o n c e iv e  a p p ly .  B a s i c a l l y ,  t h e  c o n v e n t i o n a l i s t
argument  t r a d e s  on th e  obv ious  and t r i v i a l  f a c t  t h a t  we can d i r e c t  our
a t t e n t i o n  t o  a v a r i e t y  o f  s e l e c t e d  f a c t s  (AI,  pp.  136-39) .
Whitehead s e eks  t o  r e t a i n  the  a d v a n ta g e s  o f  the  v a r i o u s  t h e o r i e s  
o f  n a t u r a l  law w h i le  a v o id i n g  the  p i t f a l l s  a s s o c i a t e d  wi th  them. He
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d e s c r i b e s  h i s  th e o ry  as  an " e p o c h a l"  th e o r y  o f  n a t u r a l  law. On th e  whole , 
he  a c c e p t s  th e  i m p l i c a t i o n s  o f  th e  immanent th e o r y ,  though he does make 
some m o d i f i c a t i o n s .  T h e r e f o r e ,  th e  i m p l i c a t i o n s  o f  t h e  t h e o r y  need  to  be 
drawn o u t .
The i m p l i c a t i o n ,  m entioned  e a r l i e r ,  t h a t  laws may change i s  a c ­
c e p te d .  The l a r g e  s c a l e  a g g re g a te  te n d e n c ie s  o f  a g iv en  epoch need n o t  
be c o n s t r u e d  a s  m e ta p h y s ic a l ly  b in d in g  f o r  a l l  epochs .  W hitehead a l s o  
a c c e p t s  th e  i m p l i c a t i o n  t h a t  r e l a t i o n s  a r e  i n t e r n a l ,  b u t  he does  n o t  
v iew  e x t e r n a l  and i n t e r n a l  r e l a t i o n s  as  s t r i c t l y  d icho tom ous.
Laws fo l lo w  from th e  a c t i v i t y  o f  a c t u a l  e n t i t i e s ,  b u t  God i s  the  
p e r s u a s iv e  a g e n t  who c o - o r d i n a t e s  th o se  a c t i v i t i e s .  God i s  th e  " p r i n c i ­
p l e  o f  l i m i t a t i o n "  and th e  " p r i n c i p l e  o f  c o n c r e t i o n . "  W ithout G od 's  p e r ­
s u a s io n  a l l  p o t e n t i a l s  ( e t e r n a l  o b j e c t s )  would be p o s s i b l e  ( i n g r e s s e d  o r
18i n g r e s s i b l e )  in  any c o n t e x t .  Chaos would r e s u l t .  Thus God e s t a b l i s h e s  
th e  r an g e  o f  p o t e n t i a l s  i n g r e s s i b l e  i n t o  a s o c i a l  nexus w i th o u t  p r e v e n t ­
ing  g enu ine  d e c i s i o n s  on th e  p a r t  o f  th e  l e s s e r  a c t u a l  e n t i t i e s .  As 
W hitehead p u t s  i t ,
t r a n s c e n d e n t  d e c i s i o n  in c lu d e s  G od 's  d e c i s i o n .  He i s  t h e  a c t u a l  
e n t i t y  i n  v i r t u e  o f  which th e  e n t i r e  m u l t i p l i c i t y  o f  e t e r n a l  ob­
j e c t s  o b t a i n s  i t s  g raded  r e l e v a n c e  to  each s ta g e  o f  c o n c re s e n c e .
A p a r t  from God, t h e r e  can  be no r e l e v a n t  n o v e l t y .  W hatever a r i s e s  
in  a c t u a l  e n t i t i e s  from G od 's  d e c i s i o n  a r i s e s  f i r s t  c o n c e p t u a l l y ,  
and i s  t ra n sm u te d  i n t o  th e  p h y s i c a l  w o r ld .  (PR, p .  164)
In  W h i te h e a d '8 v iew , r e l a t i o n s  a r e  b o th  e x t e r n a l  and i n t e r n a l .  Laws va ry
as  th e  a c t i v i t i e s  o f  a c t u a l  e n t i t i e s  v a r y ,  b u t  the  r an g e  o f  p o s s i b i l i t i e s
in  an epoch a r e  l i m i t e d .  In  h i s  " p r im o r d ia l  n a t u r e , "  God t r a n s c e n d s  the
18 " P o s s ib l e "  h e r e  r e f e r s  to  what can  happen  in  a g iv en  c o n te x t ;  
" p o t e n t i a l "  r e f e r s  to  e t e r n a l  o b j e c t s  Which may be " in g r e s s e d "  i n t o  a 
v a r i e t y  o f  c o n t e x t s .  Thus, re d  i s  a p o t e n t i a l  f o r  th e  s o c i e t y  " t r e e , "  
b u t  i t  i s  n o t  p o s s i b l e  t h a t  " t h i s  g re e n  t r e e "  be red  "now ."
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w orld  and s e t s  th e  l i m i t s  f o r  th e  p o s s i b l e .  In  h i s  " co n se q u e n t  n a t u r e , "  
God i s  a p e r s u a s iv e  a g e n t  in  th e  w orld  who f e e l s  th e  f e e l i n g s  o f  the  
w o r ld .  Law i s  n o t  imposed by a w h o l ly  t r a n s c e n d e n t  God— a d iv in e  d e s p o t ,  
a s  i t  w ere—b u t  d e v e lo p s  from G od 's  lo v in g  p e r s u a s io n  in  communion w ith  
h i s  c r e a t u r e s .  In  s h o r t ,  d ic h o to m ie s  such  as  e x t e r n a l  r e l a t i o n s / i n t e r n a l  
r e l a t i o n s ,  t r a n s c e n d e n t / im m a n e n t  and a b s o l u t e / r e l a t i v e  do n o t  e x h a u s t  th e  
a l t e r n a t i v e s  (PR, pp . 3 4 2 -5 ) .
O the r  consequences  a r e  drawn from th e  sch o o l  o f  immanence which 
W hitehead a c c e p t s  more f u l l y .  F i r s t ,  s c i e n t i s t s  seek  e x p la n a t io n s  and 
n o t  m ere ly  s i m p l i f i e d  d e s c r i p t i o n s ;  N a tu re  e x h i b i t s  i n t e l l i g i b l e  r e l a ­
t i o n s  (A I, pp . 1 1 2 -1 3 ) .  Second, e x a c t  c o n fo rm a t io n  to  laws i s  n o t  to  be
e x p e c te d .
I f  a l l  t h in g s  concerned  have th e  r e q u i s i t e  common c h a r a c t e r ,  
th e n  th e  p a t t e r n  o f  m utua l  r e l e v a n c e  which e x p re s s e s  t h a t  
c h a r a c t e r  w i l l  be e x a c t l y  i l l u s t r a t e d .  But in  g e n e r a l  we 
may e x p e c t  t h a t  a l a r g e  p r o p o r t i o n  o f  t h in g s  do p o s s e s s  the
r e q u i s i t e  c h a r a c t e r  and m in o r i t y  do n o t  p o s s e s s  i t .  In  such
a c a s e ,  th e  m utua l  r e l a t i o n s  o f  t h e s e  t h in g s  w i l l  e x h i b i t
l a p s e s  when th e  law f a i l s  to  o b t a i n  i l l u s t r a t i o n .  In  so f a r
as  we a r e  m ere ly  i n t e r e s t e d  i n  a  c o n fu se d  r e s u l t  o f  many i n ­
s t a n c e s ,  then  th e  law can  be s a id  to  have  a s t a t i s t i c a l  c h a r ­
a c t e r .  I t  i s  now th e  o p in io n  o f  p h y s i c i s t s  t h a t  most o f  th e  laws 
o f  p h y s i c s ,  a s  known in  th e  n i n e t e e n t h  c e n tu r y ,  a r e  o f  t h i s  c h a r ­
a c t e r .  (AI, p .  112)
T h i rd ,  we may p la c e  some l im i t e d  t r u s t  in  in d u c t io n  when we assume an en­
v iro n m en t  l a r g e l y  dom inated  by e x i s t e n c e s ,  p a r t l y  u n d e rs to o d ,  which con­
form to  th e  laws o f  n a tu r e  d o m in a t in g  t h a t  e n v iro n m en t .  A pa r t  from th e s e  
p rem ise s  o u r  knowledge o f  th e  f u t u r e  i s  n i l .  F o u r th ,  a p l a u s i b l e  metaphy­
s i c a l  th e o r y  i s  r e q u i r e d  to  i l l u s t r a t e  t h a t  " th e  c h a r a c t e r s  o f  th e  r e l e v a n t  
t h in g s  i n  n a tu r e  a r e  th e  outcome o f  t h e i r  i n t e r c o n n e c t i o n s ,  and t h e i r
i n t e r c o n n e c t i o n s  a r e  the  outcome o f  t h e i r  c h a r a c t e r s "  (A I, p .  113) .  Th is
r e q u i r e s  t h a t  some r e l a t i o n s  be i n t e r n a l .  F i n a l l y ,  the  d o c t r i n e  o f
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immanence i s  r a t i o n a l  and e x p la i n s  th e  p o s s i b i l i t y  o f  u n d e rs ta n d in g  n a ­
t u r e  .
The most s a l i e n t  o f  th e s e  consequences  i s  th e  f o u r t h .  Indeed ,
th e  n a t u r a l  q u e s t io n  a r i s e s ,  how can we c o n c e iv e  th e  n a tu r e  o f  e x i s ­
t e n c e s  so t h a t  r e g u l a r i t i e s  fo l lo w  from t h e i r  i n t e r c o n n e c t i o n ?  This
b r in g s  u s  to  W h ite h e a d 's  th e o r y  o f  c a u s a l i t y .
W h ite h e a d 's  t h e o r y  o f  c a u s a t io n  s t e e r s  a c o u rse  between two 
extrem e p o s i t i o n s .  W hitehead r e j e c t s  Hume's c r i t i q u e  o f  c a u s a t io n  
which l e a v e s  no b a s i s  f o r  a s s e r t i n g  th e  r e a l i t y  o f  c a u se s  on th e  r e l i ­
a b i l i t y  o f  i n d u c t io n .  He a l s o  r e j e c t s  th e  m e c h a n i s t i c / d e t e r m i n i s t i c  
i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  c a u s a t io n  which l e a v e s  no room f o r  n o v e l ty .
As n o te d  e a r l i e r ,  W hitehead b a s e s  h i s  th e o ry  on th e  p r i n c i p l e s  to
which Hume t a c i t l y  a p p e a l s ;  s p e c i f i c a l l y ,  Hume's c o n s t a n t  a p p e a ls  to
"memory" t e s t i f y  to  ou r  a b i l i t y  to  a c c e s s  th o u g h ts  and f e e l i n g s  t h a t  a re
n o t  p r e s e n t  to  th e  s e n s e s .
The p o i n t  o f  th e  c r i t i c i s m s  o f  Hume’ s p ro c e d u re  i s  t h a t  we 
have d i r e c t  i n t u i t i o n  o f  i n h e r i t a n c e  and memory: th u s  the  
o n ly  p rob lem  i s  so to  d e s c r i b e  th e  g e n e r a l  c h a r a c t e r  o f  
e x p e r ie n c e s  so t h a t  t h e s e  i n t u i t i o n s  may be in c lu d e d .  I t  
i s  h e r e  t h a t  Hume f a i l s .  A lso  th o se  modern e m p i r i c i s t s  who 
s u b s t i t u t e  " law " f o r  " c a u s a t i o n "  f a i l  even worse than  Hume.
For " law " no more s a t i s f i e s  Hume's t e s t s  th a n  does " c a u s a ­
t i o n . "  There  i s  no " im p re s s io n "  o f  law , o r  o f  l a w fu ln e s s .
Even a l lo w in g  memory, a c c o rd in g  to  Humian p r i n c i p l e s  what 
h a s  happened i n  e x p e r ie n c e  h a s  happened in  e x p e r ie n c e ,  and 
t h a t  i s  a l l  t h a t  can  be  s a i d .  E v e ry th in g  e l s e  i s  b l u f f ,  
combined w i th  f r a u d u l e n t  i n s e r t i o n  o f  " p r o b a b i l i t y "  i n t o  a 
c o n c lu s io n  which demands " b la n k  i g n o r a n c e . "  (PR, p .  167)
Why was Hume u n a b le  to  i n t e g r a t e  i n t u i t i o n s  o f  o r d e r  i n  n a tu r e  i n to  h i s
th e o ry ?  Why was he reduced  to  an i l l i c i t  a p p e a l  to  " p r a c t i c e "  in  o rd e r
to  j u s t i f y  h i s  f a i t h  in  s c ie n c e ?
A ccording  to  W hitehead , Hume's th e o ry  s u f f e r s  from undue a t t e n ­
t i o n  to  some a s p e c t s  o f  e x p e r ie n c e  a t  the  expense  o f  o t h e r s .  Hume's
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t h e o ry  o f  s e n s a t i o n s  was drawn w ith  r e f e r e n c e  to  th e  most c l e a r  and 
d i s t i n c t  e le m e n ts  o f  c o n s c io u s  e x p e r ie n c e .  W hitehead c o n te n d s  t h a t  th ese  
e le m e n ts  a r e  a l s o  th e  most s u p e r f i c i a l .  " S e n s a ,"  such a s  a p a tc h  o f  r e d , ,  
a p p e a r  to  th e  e n t e r t a i n i n g  s u b je c t  in  " th e  mode o f  p r e s e n t a t i o n a l  immedi­
a c y . "  (W hitehead  o c c a s i o n a l l y  used  Jam es ' p h r a s e ,  the  " s p e c io u s  p r e s e n t , "  
to  r e f e r  to  t h i s  mode o f  p e r c e p t i o n . )  In  th e  mode o f  p r e s e n t a t i o n a l  im­
mediacy, " th e  con tem pora ry  w orld  i s  c o n s c io u s ly  p rehended  as a continuum  
o f  e x t e n s i v e  r e l a t i o n s "  (PR, p .  61. c f .  PR, pp. 61 -63 ; 123-27; 171-73; 311- 
3 3 ) .  In  o t h e r  w ords , en d u r in g  o b j e c t s  a p p e a r  s im u l ta n e o u s ly  and t h e i r  
o n ly  r e l a t i o n s  a r e  th o se  o f  e x te n s i o n .  In  r e g a r d  to  th e  s p e c io u s  p r e s e n t ,  
Hume i s  c o r r e c t ;  t h e r e  a r e  no a p p a re n t  c a u s a l  c o n n e c t io n s .  Hume's m is tak e  
la y  in  assum ing t h a t  th e  mode o f  p r e s e n t a t i o n a l  immediacy i s  the  o n ly  mode 
o f  p e r c e p t i o n .
W hitehead  i d e n t i f i e s  a n o th e r ,  more fu ndam en ta l ,  mode o f  p e r c e p t io n
which he term s " c a u s a l  e f f i c a c y . "  In  t h i s  mode, t h e r e  i s
a d i r e c t  p e r c e p t i o n  o f  th o se  a n te c e d e n t  a c t u a l  o c c a s io n s  which 
a r e  c a u s a l l y  e f f i c a c i o u s  b o th  f o r  th e  p e r c i p i e n t  and f o r  the  
r e l e v a n t  e v e n ts  i n  the  p r e s e n te d  lo c u s .  The p e r c i p i e n t  t h e r e ­
f o r e ,  u n d e r  th e  l i m i t a t i o n  o f  i t s  own p e r s p e c t i v e ,  p rehends  the  
c a u s a l  i n f l u e n c e s  to  which th e  p r e s e n te d  locus  in  i t s  im p o r ta n t  
r e g io n s  i s  s u b je c t e d .  (PR, p .  169)
In  o t h e r  w ords, c a u s a l  e f f i c a c y  in v o lv e s  th e  e f f e c t i v e  t r a n s m is s io n  o f  a 
f e e l i n g  by one s u b j e c t  to  a n o th e r .  A p rehend ing  s u b je c t  i n h e r i t s  the  
f e e l i n g s  o f  o t h e r  s u b j e c t / s u p e r j e c t s  and a d o p ts  t h e i r  a t t i t u d e s  o r  " su b ­
j e c t i v e  aim" tow ard p h y s i c a l  f e e l i n g s  and c o n c e p tu a l  o b j e c t s  p reh en d ed .
The f e e l i n g  tone  o f  th e  f e e l i n g s  t r a n s m i t t e d  a r e  the  same th rough ­
o u t  an h i s t o r i c a l  r o u t e .  The s u b j e c t s  who i n h e r i t  t h e s e  d e f i n i t e  f e e l i n g s  
a r e  n o t  th e  same. They a r e  s e p a r a t e  o c c a s io n s  o f  en joym en t. The "form" 
o f  a f e e l i n g  i s  " s u b j e c t i v e "  and , t h e r e f o r e ,  p r i v a t e l y  e n jo y e d .  The
83
t r a n s m is s io n  o f  a f e e l i n g  i s  " o b j e c t i v e " ;  a s u b je c t  e n jo y s  j u s t  t h i s  
f e e l i n g  and n o t  a n o th e r .  The " v e c t o r "  t r a n s m is s io n  o f  f e e l i n g s  r e ­
q u i r e s  t h a t  th e  f e e l i n g s  be f e l t  a s  th e y  a r e .  The c h a r a c t e r  o r  tone  
o f  th e  f e e l i n g  i s  n o t  a s u b j e c t i v e  a d d i t i o n .  W h ite h e a d 's  th e o ry  p r e ­
c lu d e s  any d o c t r i n e  o f  " r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  p e r c e p t i o n . "
T r a n s fe re n c e  o f  f e e l i n g  e f f e c t s  a p a r t i a l  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  
o f  c a u se  w i th  e f f e c t ,  and n o t  a  mere r e p r e s e n t a t i o n  o f  
th e  c a u s e .  I t  i s  th e  c u lm in a t io n  o f  the  u n i v e r s e  and n o t  
a s t a g e p la y  ab o u t  i t .  (PR, p .  237)
Thus, a s u b je c t  i s  n o t  c o n f in e d  to  o b s e rv in g  a r e a l i t y  a l i e n  to  i t ;  i t
a c t i v e l y  p a r t i c i p a t e s  i n  f e e l i n g  th e  w orld  in  p r o c e s s .
W hitehead does  n o t  abandon Hume's s u b je c t iv i s m .  He r e j e c t s  h i s
s e n s a t io n a l i s m ,  p ro d u c in g  a " re fo rm ed  s u b j e c t i v i s t  p r i n c i p l e . "
The s u b j e c t i v i s t  p r i n c i p l e  i s  t h a t  th e  whole u n iv e r s e  c o n s i s t s  
o f  e le m en ts  d i s c l o s e d  in  th e  a n a l y s i s  o f  th e  e x p e r ie n c e  o f  sub­
j e c t s .  P ro c e s s  i s  th e  becoming o f  e x p e r i e n c e .  I t  f o l lo w s  t h a t  
th e  p h i lo s o p h y  o f  o rgan ism  e n t i r e l y  a c c e p t s  th e  s u b j e c t i v i s t  
b i a s  o f  modern p h i lo s o p h y .  I t  a l s o  a c c e p t s  Hume's d o c t r i n e  
t h a t  n o th in g  i s  to  be r e c e iv e d  i n t o  th e  p h i l o s o p h i c a l  scheme 
which i s  n o t  d i s c o v e r a b l e  as  an e le m en t  in  s u b j e c t i v e  e x p e r ­
ie n c e .  T h is  i s  th e  o n t o l o g i c a l  p r i n c i p l e .  Thus Hume's demand 
t h a t  c a u s a t io n  be d e s c r i b a b l e  a s  an e lem en t  in  e x p e r ie n c e  i s ,  
on th e s e  p r i n c i p l e s ,  e n t i r e l y  j u s t i f i e d .  (PR, pp . 166-69)
W hitehead p a r t s  company w i th  Hume b e c au se  he f e e l s  t h a t  c a u s a l  e le m en ts  
in  e x p e r ie n c e  a r e  d e s c r i b a b l e .  Hume's f a i l u r e  t o  d e s c r i b e  th e s e  e l e ­
m ents d e r i v e s  from h i s  f a i l u r e  to  a n a ly z e  th e  most commonplace, common- 
s e n s i c a l  e x p e r ie n c e s  to  which we have a c c e s s .
W h ite h e a d 's  e v id e n c e  f o r  th e  e x i s t e n c e  o f  c a u s a l l y  e f f i c a c i o u s  
e x p e r ie n c e s  m igh t be d e s c r ib e d  a s  "phenom eno log ica l"  e v id e n c e .  He a n a l ­
y s e s  th e  e x p e r ie n c e  o f  a  man s ta n d in g  i n  th e  d a rk  who sudden ly  b l i n k s  
when an e l e c t r i c  l i g h t  i s  tu rn e d  on . In  th e  mode o f  p r e s e n t a t i o n a l  
immediacy, a sequence  o f  v i r t u a l l y  s im u l ta n e o u s  p e r c e p t s  o c c u r ;  a f l a s h  
o f  l i g h t ,  f e e l i n g  o f  eye c l o s u r e ,  i n s t a n t  d a rk n e s s  (PR, pp . 1 74 -75 ) .
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A ccord ing  to  W hitehead , th e  man e x p e r ie n c e s  an a d d i t i o n a l  p e r c e p t  in  th e
mode o f  c a u s a l  e f f i c a c y .
He f e e l s  t h a t  th e  e x p e r ie n c e s  o f  th e  eye in  the  m a t te r  o f  th e  
f l a s h  a r e  c a u s a l  o f  th e  b l i n k .  The man h im s e l f  w i l l  have no 
d oub t  o f  i t .  In  f a c t ,  i t  i s  th e  f e e l i n g  o f  c a u s a l i t y  which 
e n a b le s  the  man to  d i s t i n g u i s h  th e  p r i o r i t y  o f  th e  f l a s h ;  and 
th e  i n v e r s io n  o f  th e  a rgum ent, whereby th e  tem pora l  sequence 
" f l a s h  to  b l i n k "  i s  made th e  p rem ise  f o r  th e  " c a u s a l i t y "  be­
l i e f ,  h a s  i t s  o r i g i n  i n  pu re  t h e o r y .  The man w i l l  e x p la in  h i s  
e x p e r ie n c e  by s a y in g ,  "The f l a s h  made me b l i n k " ;  and i f  h i s  
s ta t e m e n t  be d o u b ted ,  he w i l l  r e p l y ,  " I  know i t  b ecause  I  f e l t  
i t . "
The p h i lo s o p h y  o f  o rgan ism  a c c e p t s  th e  m an 's  s ta t e m e n t ,  
t h a t  th e  f l a s h  made him b l i n k ,  (PR, p . 175)
Kune’ s r a r e f i e d  th e o ry  o f  h a b i t  p r o v id e s  no b e t t e r  te s t im o n y  co n c e rn in g
such common e x p e r i e n c e s .  Hume i s  reduced  to  c la im in g  t h a t  th e  man f e e l s
h i s  h a b i t  o f  b l i n k i n g  a f t e r  f l a s h e s .
The word " a s s o c i a t i o n "  e x p la i n s  i t  a l l  a c c o rd in g  to  Hume.
But how can a  " h a b i t "  be f e l t  when a " c a u s e "  c a n n o t  be 
f e l t ?  I s  t h e r e  p r e s e n t a t i o n a l  immediacy in  th e  f e e l i n g  o f  
a " h a b i t " ?  Hume by a s l e i g h t  o f  hand c o n fu se s  a " h a b i t
o f  f e e l i n g  b l i n k s  a f t e r  f l a s h e s "  w i th  a " f e e l i n g  o f  th e
h a b i t  o f  f e e l i n g  b l i n k s  a f t e r  f l a s h e s . "  (PR, p . 175. The 
i t a l i c s  a r e  i n  th e  o r i g i n a l . )
A g a in s t  Hume's th e o ry  o f  h a b i t ,  W hitehead c o u n te rp o s e s  th e  e x p e r ie n c e
o f  " f e l t  t r a n s i t i o n s "  o f  b o d i ly  f e e l i n g s .
W hitehead d e s c r i b e s  th e  t o g e th e r n e s s  o f  b o d i ly  f e e l i n g s  a s  th e  
"w i th n e ss  o f  th e  b o d y ."  Hume, h i m s e l f ,  p ro v id e s  ample te s t im o n y  f o r  
th e s e  e x p e r i e n c e s .  W hitehead q u o te s  s ta t e m e n ts  in  Hume's w r i t i n g s  which 
a s s e r t  t h a t  " th e  eye  s e e s "  and t h a t  " th e  eye i s  s e n s i b l e . "  He i n s i s t s  
t h a t  t h e s e  p h r a s e s  a r e  n o t  m ere ly  l a p s e s  o r  c o n c e s s io n s  to  common forms 
o f  e x p r e s s io n .  R a th e r ,  th ey  a r e  i n t e l l i g i b l e  because  th ey  e x p re s s  " th e  
u l t i m a t e  t r u t h  o f  an im al p e r c e p t i o n "  (PR, p .  118) .
W hitehead r e a d i l y  a d m its  t h a t  th e  e x p e r ie n c e  o f  th e  w i th n e s s  o f  
the  body i s  seldom c o n s c io u s .  We tend  to  i d e n t i f y  l o c a l i z e d  f e e l i n g s
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o n ly  when th e  body i s  n o t  f u n c t io n in g  sm oo th ly .  We have no t r o u b l e  
i d e n t i f y i n g  an ache in  th e  stomach which i s  a l s o  an  e le m en t  o f  our  
c o n s c io u s  e x p e r i e n c e .  We r e a l i z e  th e  im por tance  o f  s e e in g  w i th  the  
eyes  o n ly  when th e  eyes  a r e  somehow im p a ir e d .  When th e  body fu n c t io n s  
sm oo th ly , b o d i ly  f e e l i n g s  a r e  d im ly  f e l t  a s  a penumbra1 r e a l i t y  n o t  
b ro u g h t  to  c o n s c io u s  r e f l e c t i o n .
W hitehead a l s o  ad m its  t h a t  he  h a s  made a s p e c u l a t i v e  e x te n s io n  
from l o c a l i z e d  r e g io n s  o f  e x p e r ie n c e  to  r e g io n s  n o t  s u b je c t  to  i n t r o ­
s p e c t i v e  a n a l y s i s .  He n e v e r t h e l e s s  c o n te n d s  t h a t  th e  a t t r i b u t i o n  o f  
" f e e l i n g "  th ro u g h o u t  the  a c t u a l  w orld  i s  based  p l a u s i b l y  upon d i r e c t l y  
obse rved  f a c t s .  The th e o r y  o f  f e e l i n g s  r e c e i v e s  some c o n f i rm a t io n  when 
we s p e c u l a t e  beyond o u r  own h ig h  g rade  e x p e r ie n c e s  and "descend  the  
s c a l e  o f  o r g a n ic  b e in g "  (PR, p .  176) .  For lower a n im a ls ,  and even vege­
t a b l e s ,
t h e r e  i s  e v e ry  i n d i c a t i o n  o f  a vague f e e l i n g  o f  c a u s a l  r e l a t i o n ­
s h ip s  w i th  th e  e x t e r n a l  w orld  o f  some i n t e n s i t y  v a g u e ly  d e f in e d  
a s  to  q u a l i t y ,  and w i th  some vague d e f i n i t i o n  as  to  l o c a l i t y .
A j e l l y f i s h  advances  and w ith d ra w s ,  and in  so d o ing  e x h i b i t s  
some p e r c e p t i o n  o f  a c a u s a l  r e l a t i o n s h i p  w ith  th e  w orld  beyond 
i t s e l f ;  a p l a n t  grows downwards toward th e  damp e a r t h ,  and up­
wards tow ards  th e  l i g h t .  Thus t h e r e  i s  some d i r e c t  re a s o n  f o r  
a t t r i b u t i n g  dim, s low f e e l i n g s  o f  a c a u s a l  n e x u s ,  a l th o u g h  
we have no re a s o n  f o r  any a s c r i p t i o n  o f  th e  d e f i n i t e  p e r c e p t s  
i n  th e  mode o f  p r e s e n t a t i o n a l  immediacy. (PR, pp . 176-77)
Of c o u r s e ,  th e  a t t r i b u t i o n  o f  f e e l i n g s  to  " i n o r g a n ic "  e n t i t i e s  i s  even
more h a z a rd o u s .  E s s e n t i a l l y ,  W hitehead co n c lu d es  t h a t  e v e ry  a c t u a l  e n t i t y
must p rehend  a t  l e a s t  one a n te c e d e n t  a c t u a l  e n t i t y  and one e t e r n a l  o b j e c t .
At th e  lo w e s t  g rad e  o f  b e in g  th e  c l a r i t y ,  d i s t i n c t n e s s  and i n t e n s i t y  o f  a
f e e l i n g  w i l l  app roach  z e ro .
The a l t e r n a t i v e  to  a s p e c u l a t i v e  a t t r i b u t i o n  o f  f e e l i n g s  th ro u g h ­
o u t  n a t u r e  i s  to  a c c e p t  a r a d i c a l  d i s j u n c t i o n  betw een the  e x p e r ie n c e s
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to  which we have g r e a t e s t  a c c e s s  and the  c ircum am bien t w o r ld .  Dualism
may be a c c e p te d  as  a p r o v i s i o n a l  d o c t r i n e ,  b u t  we a r e  l e f t  to  wonder
how d i s j o i n t e d  rea lm s  o f  b e in g  c o h e re .
Any d o c t r i n e  which r e f u s e s  to  p la c e  human e x p e r ie n c e  o u t s i d e  
n a t u r e ,  m ust f in d  in  d e s c r i p t i o n s  o f  human e x p e r ie n c e  f a c ­
t o r s  which a l s o  e n t e r  i n t o  th e  d e s c r i p t i o n s  o f  l e s s  s p e c i a l i z e d  
n a t u r a l  o c c u r r e n c e s .  I f  t h e r e  be no such f a c t o r s ,  th en  the  
d o c t r i n e  o f  human e x p e r ie n c e  as  a f a c t  w i th in  n a tu r e  i s  a mere 
b l u f f ,  founded upon vague p h r a s e s  whose s o le  m e r i t  i s  a com­
f o r t i n g  f a m i l i a r i t y .  (A I, pp . 184-85)
W h ite h ea d ’ s th e o r y  o f  th e  c a u s a l  t r a n s m is s io n  o f  f e e l i n g s  r u l e s  o u t  mech­
a n i s t  m a t e r i a l i s m .  The w orld  i s  n o t  c o n s t i t u t e d  by dead m a t t e r  in  m otion . 
But does  th e  t h e o r y  r u l e  o u t  d e te rm in ism ?  Has W hitehead s u b s t i t u t e d  a 
th e o r y  o f  o r g a n ic  o r  p a n p s y c h i s t  d e te rm in ism  f o r  th e  Newtonian cosmology? 
W hitehead se ek s  to  avo id  d e te rm in ism ,  b e l i e v in g  t h a t  n o v e l ty  and f r e s h n e s s  
o f  e x p e r ie n c e  in  the  " c r e a t i v e  advance"  o f  th e  u n iv e r s e  a r e  fundam enta l  
r e a l i t i e s .  R e a l i t y  does n o t  in v o lv e  th e  e n d le s s  r e p e t i t i o n  o f  th e  same 
song; th e  m usic o f  th e  s p h e re s  i s  p lay ed  to  a new tu n e  each  day . A d e t e r -  
m i n i s t  v iew  commits u s  to  th e  view t h a t  what i s ,  i s  s t r i c t l y  p r e f i g u r e d  
by what was. There  can  be n o th in g  new unde r  th e  su n .  W hitehead f in d s  
n o th in g  i n  e x p e r ie n c e  to  j u s t i f y  t h i s  v iew .
A ccord ing  to  W hitehead , c a u s a t io n  i s  g ra d e d .  Some a c t u a l  e n t i t i e s  
conform  to  a n te c e d e n t  f e e l i n g s  a lm o s t  p e r f e c t l y .  O th e r s ,  such as  those  
c o m p r is in g  human b e in g s ,  conform  e r r a t i c a l l y  e n g e n d e r in g  n o v e l t y .  Human 
b e h a v io r ,  f o r  i n s t a n c e ,  i s  i n t e l l i g i b l y  and p r e d i c t a b l y  l e s s  p r e d i c t a b l e  
th a n  th e  m o tions  o f  h e a v e n ly  b o d ie s .  N e v e r th e le s s ,  a t  no s ta g e  o f  c o n c r e -  
sence  i s  p u re  c o n fo rm ity  w i th  law a c h ie v e d .  The L a p la c ia n  i d e a l  o f  p e r ­
f e c t  p r e d i c t a b i l i t y  i s  c o n c e iv e d ,  in  W h ite h ea d 's  p h i lo s o p h y ,  a s  a mere 
f a i r y  t a l e .  N ove lty  i s  endemic to  r e a l i t y .
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The d e g re e  o f  n o v e lc y  i n  e x p e r ie n c e  v a r i e s  be c au se  r e a l i t y  i s  
g ra d e d .  W hitehead i d e n t i f i e s  fo u r  g ra d e s  o f  a c t u a l  e n t i t i e s .  These 
g ra d e s  a r e  n o t  s h a r p l y  d i s t i n g u i s h e d  from each o t h e r ,  b e c au se  th ey  a r e  
a b s t r a c t i o n s  in te n d e d  to  r e f l e c t  c r u d e ly  a r e a l  con tinuum . The continuum  
c o r r e s p o n d s  to  o u r  com m onsensical d i s t i n c t i o n s  betw een o r g a n ic  and i n o r ­
g a n ic  o b j e c t s .  At th e  lo w e s t  g rad e  a r e  th e  a c t u a l  o c c a s io n s  c o n s t i t u t i n g  
s o - c a l l e d  empty s p a c e .  At a h i g h e r  s t a g e ,  we f in d  th e  a c t u a l  e n t i t i e s  
t h a t  a r e  "moments" in  th e  l i f e - h i s t o r y  o f  e n d u r in g ,  n o n - l i v i n g  o b j e c t s .  
These o c c a s io n s  o f  e x p e r ie n c e  c o n s t i t u t e  e l e c t r o n s  o r  o th e r  " p r i m i t i v e  o r ­
g a n is m s ."  The n e x t  g rad e  in c lu d e s  a c t u a l  e n t i t i e s  t h a t  a r e  moments in  the  
l i f e - h i s t o r y  o f  e n d u r in g  l i v i n g  o b j e c t s .  At th e  h i g h e s t  phase  o f  c o n c re s -  
e n c e ,  we f in d  moments i n  th e  l i f e - h i s t o r i e s  o f  en d u r in g  o b j e c t s  w i th  con­
s c io u s  knowledge (PR, p .  177) .
The " p h ase s  o f  e x p e r ie n c e "  may be c l a r i f i e d  w ith  r e f e r e n c e  to  
W h ite h e a d 's  t h e o r y  o f  " l i f e . "  Every a c t u a l  e n t i t y  e x i s t s  w i t h in  an en­
v i ro n m e n t .  The ran g e  o f  e n t i t i e s ,  a c t u a l  and n o n - a c t u a l ,  which have 
" i n t e n s i v e  r e l e v a n c e "  f o r  an a c t u a l  e n t i t y  c o n s t i t u t e  th e  s o c i e t y  to  
which i t  b e lo n g s .  But each  s o c i e t y  h a s  a l a r g e r  env ironm en t to  which i t  
b e lo n g s .  Thus a h e a r t  i s  a r e l a t i v e l y  h ig h  g rad e  s o c i e t y  w hich , when 
grouped  w i th  o t h e r  s o c i e t i e s ,  b e lo n g s  to  a l a r g e r  s o c i e t y  known as  the  
human body. T h is  s o c i e t y  in  t u r n  b e lo n g s  to  a l a r g e r  env ironm en t to  
which i t  i s  r e l a t e d  in  d e f i n i t e  ways. There i s  no s i n g l e ,  i n c l u s i v e  en ­
v iro n m en t b e c a u se  t h e r e  i s  no f i n a l  s t a t e  f o r  the  u n i v e r s e .  Even God 
i s  n o t  exempt from th e  p r i n c i p l e  t h a t  e v e ry  e n t i t y  and e v e ry  s o c i e t y  
r e q u i r e s  a  w id e r  s o c i a l  env iro n m en t.
Not a l l  e n v iro n m en ts  a r e  e q u a l ly  s t a b l e .  L iv in g  s o c i e t i e s  ex ­
h i b i t  a tendency  toward i n t e n s i f i e d  e x p e r ie n c e s  in v o lv in g  n o v e l ty  and
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c o n t r a s t  which r e s u l t s  in  a " d e s t a b i l i z e d "  e n v iro n m en t .  A m an 's  e x p e r ­
ie n c e  i s  more c o n t r a s t e d  and i n t e n s e  th an  t h a t  o f  a m o u n ta in ,  b u t  h i s  
e n v iro n m en t i s ,  c o n s e q u e n t ly ,  l e s s  s t a b l e  and o r d e r l y .  The e x p e r ie n c e  
o f  h ig h  g ra d e  s o c i e t i e s  i s  a l s o  u n s p e c i a l i z e d  when compared to  low 
g rad e  s o c i e t i e s .  There i s  n o t  much v a r i a t i o n  i n  th e  b e h a v io r  o f  r o c k s .  
T here  i s  much more v a r i a t i o n  in  the  b e h a v io r  o f  amoeba and even more in  
th e  b e h a v io r  o f  men.
A ccord ing  to  W hitehead , a s p e c i a l i z e d  s o c i e t y  does  n o t  s e c u re  a 
h ig h  l e v e l  o f  i n t e n s i t y  in  e x p e r ie n c e  among i t s  members, w h i l e  a com­
p le x  s o c i e t y ,  r i c h  i n  th e  v a r i e t y  o f  i t s  e x p e r i e n c e s ,  te n d s  to  be de­
f i c i e n t  i n  s u r v i v a l  v a lu e .
Thus th e  p rob lem  f o r  n a t u r e  i s  th e  p r o d u c t io n  o f  s o c i e t i e s  
which a r e  " s t r u c t u r e d "  w i th  a  h ig h  c o m p le x i ty ,  and which 
a r e  a t  th e  same tim e " u n s p e c i a l i z e d . "  In  t h i s  way, i n t e n ­
s i t y  i s  mated w ith  s u r v i v a l .  (PR, p .  101)
W hitehead b e l i e v e s  t h a t  n a tu r e  p r o v id e s  two p r im ary  means f o r  m ating  
i n t e n s i t y  w i th  s u r v i v a l .  "Both ways depend on . . . enhancem ent o f  the  
m en ta l  p o l e ,  which i s  a  f a c t o r  i n  t h e  i n t e n s i t y  o f  e x p e r ie n c e "  (PR, p .  
1 0 1 ) .  One way in v o lv e s  ig n o r in g  d e t a i l  by a b s t r a c t i n g  some o b j e c t i f i e d  
c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  from an i n e x h a u s t i b l e  e n v iro n m en t .  The o t h e r  way i n ­
v o lv e s  " s o lv in g  th e  problem  . . .  by an i n i t i a t i v e  in  c o n c e p tu a l  p re h e n ­
s i o n s ,  i . e . ,  i n  a p p e t i t i o n "  (PR, p .  102) .  Roughly, t h i s  means t h a t  n o v e l  
e le m e n ts  in  th e  env ironm en t a r e  m atched by n o v e l  c o n c e p t u a l i z a t i o n s  
b r o u g h t  i n t o  e x p l i c i t  f e e l i n g .  In  s h o r t ,  we th in k  a b o u t  o u r  env ironm ent 
and a d j u s t  o u r  a im s , v a lu e s  and e x p e c t a t i o n s  a c c o r d in g ly .  I f  ou r  concep­
t u a l  m o d i f i c a t i o n s  work, th e  c a p a c i t y  f o r  s e l f - p r e s e r v a t i o n  i s  enhanced . 
I f  th e  " d e f l e c t i o n "  in  th o u g h t  and pu rpose  f a i l s  p e r s i s t e n t l y ,  "we a re  in  
th e  p ro v in c e  o f  p a th o lo g y "  (PR, p .  10 2 ) .  An o rgan ism  i s  more o r  l e s s
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" a l i v e "  to  th e  e x t e n t  t h a t  th e  second s t r a t e g y  (n o v e l  a d a p ta t i o n s )  i s  
ad op ted  o v e r  th e  f i r s t  ( ig n o r in g  d e t a i l s ) .
N ove lty  i s  th e  c e n t r a l  f e a t u r e  o f  l i f e .  A l l  g ra d e s  o f  s o c i e t i e s  
e x h i b i t  some n o v e l t y ;  t h e r e f o r e ,  th e  d i s t i n c t i o n  betw een " l i v i n g "  and 
" n o n - l i v i n g "  s o c i e t i e s  i s  n o t  a b s o l u t e .  But th e  h ig h e r  th e  d e g re e  o f  
n o v e l ty  w i t h in  a  s o c i e t y  th e  g r e a t e r  th e  w a r ra n t  f o r  c a l l i n g  the  soc ­
i e t y  " l i v i n g . "  W hitehead s t a t e s  h i s  p o s i t i o n  s u c c i n c t l y :  "The p r im ary
meaning o f  ' l i f e '  i s  th e  o r i g i n a t i o n  o f  c o n c e p tu a l  n o v e l ty — n o v e l ty  o f  
a p p e t i t i o n "  (PR, p .  102). Even more s u c c i n c t  i s  h i s  s ta te m e n t  t h a t  
" l i f e  i s  a b id  f o r  freedom" (PR, p .  1 0 4 ) . ^
N o v e lty  i s  p o s s ib l e  because  e f f i c i e n t  c a u se s  a r e  n o t  th e  on ly  
c a u s e s .  W hitehead in c lu d e s  " f i n a l  c a u s e s "  in  h i s  i n t e r p r e t i v e  scheme.
An o rg an ism  i s  " a l i v e "  when i n  some m easure  i t s  r e a c t i o n s  a re  
i n e x p l i c a b l e  by any t r a d i t i o n  o f  p u re  p h y s i c a l  i n h e r i t a n c e .
E x p la n a t io n  by " t r a d i t i o n "  i s  m ere ly  a n o th e r  p h rase o lo g y  
f o r  e x p la n a t i o n  by " e f f i c i e n t  c a u s e . "  We r e q u i r e  e x p la n a t io n  
by " f i n a l  c a u s e . "  Thus a s i n g l e  o c c a s io n  i s  a l i v e  when the  
s u b j e c t i v e  aim which d e te rm in e s  i t s  p ro c e s s  o f  c o n c re se n c e  has  
in t r o d u c e d  a  n o v e l ty  o f  d e f i n i t e n e s s  n o t  to  be found in  the  
i n h e r i t e d  d a t a  o f  i t s  p r im a ry  p h a se .  (PR, p .  104)
The c o n s t i t u t i o n  o f  an a c t u a l  e n t i t y  b e g in s  w ith  i t s  p re h e n s io n  o f  d a ta
— a c t u a l  e n t i t i e s  and e t e r n a l  o b j e c t s .  A c tu a l  e n t i t i e s ,  when they  a r e
d a t a ,  a r e  " o b j e c t i v e l y  im m o rta l" ;  th ey  a r e  f o r e v e r  more what they  a re  and
n o th in g  e l s e .  But a  s u b je c t  p rehend ing  d a t a  does  n o t  n e c e s s a r i l y  prehend
19W hitehead c i t e s  an  a d d i t i o n a l  d e f i n i n g  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  f o r  " l i f e . "  
L iv in g  s o c i e t i e s  e a t .  "A l i v i n g  s o c i e t y  . . . r e q u i r e s  food . . . .  The 
s o c i e t i e s  which i t  d e s t r o y s  a r e  i t s  fo o d .  The food i s  d e s t ro y e d  by d i s ­
s o lv in g  i n t o  somewhat s im p le r  s o c i a l  e le m e n ts .  Thus, a l l  s o c i e t i e s  r e ­
q u i r e  i n t e r a c t i o n  w i th  t h e i r  en v iro n m en t ;  and i n  th e  c a s e  o f  l i v i n g  so c ­
i e t i e s  t h i s  i n t e r p l a y  t a k e s  th e  form o f  r o b b e r y .  The l i v i n g  s o c i e t y  may 
o r  may n o t ,  be  a h ig h e r  type  o f  o rgan ism  than  th e  food which i t  d i s i n t e ­
g r a t e s .  But w h e th e r  o r  n o t  i t  be f o r  th e  g e n e r a l  good, l i f e  i s  ro b b e ry .
I t  i s  a t  t h i s  p o i n t  t h a t  w i th  l i f e  m ora ls  become a c u t e .  The ro b b e r  r e ­
q u i r e s  j u s t i f i c a t i o n . "  PR, p .  105.
90
them a s  th ey  a r e .  A p r o c e s s  o f  " t r a n s m u t a t io n "  o c c u rs  which o r i g i n a t e s  in 
r e c e iv e d  d a t a  which i s  t ra n s fo rm e d  t o  m eet th e  aims o f  th e  r e c e iv i n g  e n t i t y  
(PR, pp . 27; 249; 2 6 9 ) .  T ra n sm u ta t io n  o c c u rs  be c au se  some p re h e n s io n s  a re  
" p u re "  w h i le  o t h e r s  a r e  " h y b r i d . "  Pure  f e e l i n g s  a r e  " co n fo rm a l"  and f r e e  
from  e r r o r .  To th e  e x t e n t  t h a t  p r e h e n s io n s  a r e  c o n fo rm a l ,  c a u s a l  r e l a t i o n s  
a re  p e r f e c t l y  r e g u l a r  and p r e d i c t a b l e .  E r r o r  and n o v e l ty  a r i s e  when a sub­
j e c t  t ra n s m u te s  th e  datum o f  a c o n c e p tu a l  f e e l i n g  " i n t o  a c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  o f  
some nexus c o n ta i n in g  th o se  p rehended  a c t u a l  e n t i t i e s  among i t s  members, o r  
some p a r t  o f  t h a t  nexus"  (PR, p .  2 7 ) .  T h is  i s  W h ite h e a d 's  famous " f a l l a c y  
o f  m isp la c e d  c o n c r e t e n e s s " — th e  f a l l a c y  o f  t r e a t i n g  an a b s t r a c t i o n  as. i f  i t  
w ere  a c o n c r e t e  e n t i t y  (PR, pp . 7; 18; 93; 94; SMW, pp . 5 1 -6 0 ) .  N e v e r th e le s s ,  
th e  d i v e r s i t y  o f  an e r ro n e o u s  p re h e n s io n  from th e  " f a c t s "  i s  a " r e l e v a n t  
d i v e r s i t y . "  The d i v e r s i t y  i s  r e q u i r e d  f o r  s u r v i v a l ,  r e q u i r e d  f o r  f r e s h n e s s  
o f  f e e l i n g  and r e q u i r e d  f o r  a e s t h e t i c  s a t i s f a c t i o n .  E r ro r  and freedom, on 
t h i s  v iew , a r e  th e  p a r e n t s  to  a l l  b e a u ty ,  and " b e a u t y , "  f o r  W hitehead , i s  
v i r t u a l l y  e q u i v a l e n t  to  " g o o d ."  Of c o u r s e ,  t h e r e  a re  l i m i t s  to  th e  t o l e r ­
ance an env ironm en t a l lo w s  to  e r r o r  and freedom . A t o t a l l y  t r u t h l e s s  view 
o f  th e  w orld  i s ,  i n  W h ite h e a d 's  o p in io n ,  b o th  " e v i l "  and d e c id e d ly  uncondu- 
c iv e  to  s u r v i v a l .
The c a u s a l  r e l a t i o n s  among a c t u a l  e n t i t i e s  a re  n o t  r e d u c i b l e  to  a 
s t im u lu s - r e s p o n s e  model. The a d a p ta t i o n s  t h a t  an o rgan ism  makes to  i t s  en­
v iro n m e n t  a r e  c o n s t r u e d  by W hitehead to  be p u r p o s iv e .  An a c t u a l  e n t i t y  i s  
" t e l e o l o g i c a l l y  s e l f - d e t e r m i n e d . "  A c tu a l  e n t i t i e s  n o t  on ly  have f e e l i n g s  
o f  th e  a n te c e d e n t  w orld  ( s u b j e c t i v e  form) b u t  a l s o  have e x p e c t a t i o n s  con­
c e rn in g  th e  as  y e t ,  i n d e f i n i t e  f u t u r e  ( s u b j e c t i v e  a im ) .  They e x h i b i t  de­
f i n i t e  aims toward th e  s o c i e t y  to  which they  b e lo n g .  Both n o v e l  and con­
fo rm al f e e l i n g s  a re  f e l t  to  be r e l e v a n t  to  a s o c i e t y  when th e s e  f e e l i n g s
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a r e  p rehended  by su b se q u e n t  a c t u a l  e n t i t i e s .  Thus, b o th  f i n a l  and e f f i c i e n t  
c a u s e s  have im p o r ta n t  r o l e s  to  p l a y .  The p r o c e s s  by which n o v e l  and c o n f o r -  
mal f e e l i n g s  a r e  t r a n s m i t t e d  i s  i l l u s t r a t e d ,  in  a h i g h ly  s i m p l i f i e d  form, 
in  F ig u re  1. I t  sh o u ld  be n o ted  t h a t  th e  d i v i s i o n s  betw een " b e f o r e "  and 
" a f t e r "  w i t h i n  th e  a c t u a l  e n t i t y  a r e  r a t h e r  a r b i t r a r y .  P a r t i c u l a r l y ,  sub­
j e c t i v e  form and s u b j e c t i v e  aim be long  to  th e  e n t i r e  c o n c re se n ce  o f  the  e n -  
20t x t y .
The d iag ram  i s  d e s ig n e d  to  i l l u s t r a t e  the  p a t t e r n  f o r  the  c a u s a l  i n ­
h e r i t a n c e  o f  f e e l i n g s  in  an a c t u a l  e n t i t y .  I t  a l s o  f u n c t io n s  as  a b r i e f  
overv iew  o f  th e  e le m en ts  o f  W h ite h e a d 's  cosmology d i s c u s s e d  in  t h i s  c h a p t e r .  
Cl) The l e f t  hand  s id e  o f  th e  d iag ra m  r e p r e s e n t s  th o s e  a n te c e d e n t  a c t u a l  
e n t i t i e s  which a r e  a )  o b j e c t i v e l y  im m orta l  and b) e n t e r ,  i n  an i n t e n s i v e  way, 
i n t o  th e  c o n s t i t u t i o n  o f  th e  a c t u a l  e n t i t y  e n jo y in g  s u b j e c t i v e  immediacy.
A l l  a n te c e d e n t  a c t u a l  e n t i t i e s  a r e  o b j e c t i v e l y  im m o rta l ,  b u t  on ly  some w i l l  
have i n t e n s i v e  r e l e v a n c e  f o r  a f i n i t e  a c t u a l  e n t i t y .  ( I I )  When a group o f  
d a t a  a r e  a c c e p te d  as  a p a r t  o f  an a c t u a l  e n t i t y  v i a  p o s i t i v e  p re h e n s io n s ,  
many o f  them w i l l  be  f e l t  o b j e c t i v e l y .  When f e e l i n g s  a r e  f e l t  o b j e c t i v e l y ,  
th e  f e e l i n g s  a r e  "conformal," and th e  s u b j e c t i v e  form o f  th e  a c t u a l  e n t i t y  
m atches th e  f e e l i n g s  b e in g  t r a n s m i t t e d .  When a f e e l i n g  i s  f e l t  c o n fo rm a l ly ,  
i t  i s  an e f f i c i e n t  c a u s e ,  and i t s  p r e h e n s io n  r e s u l t s  in  th e  r e p e t i t i o n  o f  
d e f i n i t e  f e e l i n g s  g iv in g  r i s e  to  th e  p re h e n s io n  o f  e t e r n a l  o b j e c t s  as  they  
w ere  a n t e c e d e n t l y  f e l t .  ( I l l )  Many f e e l i n g s  a r e  n o t  f e l t  c o n fo rm a l ly .  Novel 
f e e l i n g s  in v o lv e  a s y n t h e s i s  o f  c o n c e p tu a l  p r e h e n s io n s  and p h y s i c a l  p re h e n ­
s i o n s .  D iv e rse  d a ta  a r e  f e l t  as  a u n i t y ,  and n o v e l  f e e l i n g s  r e s u l t .  The 
c a p a c i t y  to  t ra n sm u te  d a t a  a l lo w s  f o r  b o th  n o v e l ty  and e r r o r ,  a v o id in g  the
20For a group o f  u s e f u l  d iag ram s e x p la i n in g  many o f  W h ite h ea d 's  
more complex d o c t r i n e s  see  S h e r b u rn e 's  Key.
F ig u re  1 .  The C ausa l  I n h e r i t e n c e  o f  F e e l in g s
Data
O b je c t iv e
Im m o rta l i ty
S u b je c t S u p e r je c t
E f f i c i e n t
Causes
S u b je c t iv e
Form
Conformal 
F e e l in g s
C oncep tual  o r  M ental P o le  
Pure F e e l in g s  o f  
E t e r n a l  O b je c ts
J
H ybrid  P re h en s io n s
T ra n sm u ta t io n
P h y s i c a l  P o le
P u re  F e e l in g s  
o f
A c tu a l  E n t i t i e s
F in a l
Causes
S u b je c t iv e
Aim
Hovel F e e l i n g s /  
E r r o r
Datum
O b je c t iv e
Im m o r ta l i ty




e n d le s s  r e p e t i t i o n  o f  t h e  same f e e l i n g s .  (IV) T ra n sm u ta t io n s  o c c u r  in  a c ­
c o rd an ce  w i th  th e  s u b j e c t i v e  aim o f  th e  p reh e n d in g  e n t i t y .  The e n t i t y  i s  
f r e e  to  c o n t r i b u t e  to  i t s  own c o n s t i t u t i o n  in  a c co rd a n ce  w i th  i t s  own p u r ­
p o s e s .  (P u rp o se ,  how ever, o r i g i n a t e s  i n  th e  s u b j e c t i v e  aim o f  God. Thus, 
one o f  th e  " d e c i s io n s "  f a c in g  an a c t u a l  o c c a s io n  i s  w h e th e r  o r  n o t  to  con­
form i t s  s u b j e c t i v e  aim w i th  th e  " i n i t i a l  aim" p ro v id e d  by God.) (V) When 
the  e n t i t y  f e e l s  f e e l i n g s  o r  " e n jo y s "  i t s e l f ,  i t  may be spoken o f  as  a " su b ­
j e c t . "  N e v e r th e le s s ,  th e  f e e l i n g s  i t  f e e l s  a re  p a s se d  i n t o  " th e  w orld"  in  
i t s  c a p a c i t y  as  " s u p e r j e c t ."  When th e  e n t i t y  " p e r i s h e s , "  i t s  f e e l i n g s  a re  
o b j e c t i v e l y  im m orta l— i t  i s  a datum f o r  p re h e n s io n  by o t h e r  a c t u a l  e n t i t i e s .  
Thus, i t  c o n t in u e s  i n d e f i n i t e l y  as a p a r t  o f  the  c a u s a l  r e l a t i o n s h i p s  in  
which i t  p a r t i c i p a t e s .
The a c c o u n t  o f  W h ite h e a d 's  cosmology c o u ld  be drawn o u t  in  much 
g r e a t e r  d e t a i l ,  b u t  i t  i s  more im p o r ta n t  a t  t h i s  p o in t  to  a s s a y  th e  range  
o f  h i s  v i s i o n .  W hitehead a t t e m p ts  a com prehensive  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  which 
s y n th e s i z e s  views t h a t  have  been th o u g h t  to  be e x h a u s t iv e  and e x c lu s i v e .
For  exam ple, b i o l o g i s t s  have  e n d le s s ly  d e b a te d  th e  q u e s t io n  o f  w hether  
m e c h a n is t ic  e x p la n a t io n s  a re  more a d e q u a te  f o r  th e  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  b i o ­
l o g i c a l  phenomena than  t e l e o l o g i c a l  o r  " v i t a l i s t i c "  e x p l a n a t i o n s .  S i m i l a r ­
ly ,  th e  q u e s t io n  o f  w h e th e r  " b i o l o g i c a l "  and " p s y c h o lo g ic a l "  e x p la n a t io n s
21may be " re d u c e d "  to  " p h y s i c a l "  e x p la n a t io n s  h a s  been  h o t l y  c o n t e s t e d .
21 See Ronald Munson, e d . ,  Man and N a tu re :  P h i lo s o p h i c a l  I s s u e s  in  
B io logy  (New York: D e l l ,  1971; D e l ta ,  1971); Hans J o n a s ,  The Phenomenon
o f  L i f e :  Toward a P h i lo s o p h i c a l  B io logy  (New York: H arper  and Row, 1966;
D e l t a ,  1966);  W. E. A gar, A C o n t r ib u t io n  t o  the  Theory o f  th e  L iv in g  Organ­
ism ( V i c t o r i a ,  A u s t r a l i a :  Melbourne U n i v e r s i ty  P r e s s ,  1951^ ; W. E. Agar,
"W h i te h e a d 's  P h i lo so p h y  o f  Organism: An I n t r o d u c t i o n  f o r  B i o l o g i s t s , "
Q u a r te r ly  Review o f  B io lo g y , 11, 1936, 16-34 .
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These d e b a te s  a l s o  occur  in  p o l i t i c a l  s c i e n c e .  One o f  the  s to c k  c r i ­
t i c i s m s  o f  system s a n a l y s i s  c h a rg e s  t h a t  i t s  a s sum p tions  a re  " t e l e o l o g i -  
c a l , "  and p o l i t i c a l  s c i e n t i s t s  have d e b a te d  th e  p o s s i b i l i t y  o f  r e d u c in g  the  
" law s o f  p o l i t i c a l  b e h a v io r "  to  d e r i v a t i o n s  from the  laws o f  p h y s ic s .
W h ite h ea d 's  th e o ry  a t t e m p ts  to  m ed ia te  s ta n d a r d  d ich o to m ie s  between 
mechanism and t e l e o lo g y  and betw een r e d u c t io n i s m  and w holism  (SMW, pp. 
77-79; 107 -112 ).  M echan is ts  a r e  c o r r e c t  i n  o b s e rv in g  t h a t  n a tu r e  f o l ­
lows p a t t e r n s  t h a t  a r e  h ig h ly  r e g u l a r  f o r  which we need n o t  a t t r i b u t e  
p u rp o se s .  T e l e o l o g i s t s  a r e  c o r r e c t  in  o b s e rv in g  t h a t  the  p ro c e s s  o f  n a tu r e  
i s ,  i n  many r e s p e c t s ,  p u r p o s iv e .  The "en d s"  o f  a c t i v i t i e s  a r e  i n g r e ­
d i e n t  to  th e  a c t i v i t i e s  th e m se lv e s .  From W h iteh ead ' s p e r s p e c t i v e ,  we 
do n o t  have to  choose  betw een e f f i c i e n t  c a u s e s  and f i n a l  c a u s e s .  Both 
can be c o n c u r r e n t l y  e f f e c t i v e .  Where c a u se s  a re  p r im a r i l y  con fo rm al ,  
m e c h a n is t ic  e x p la n a t io n s  w i l l  do q u i t e  w e l l .  In h ig h  g rad e  o rgan ism s , 
m e c h a n is t ic  e x p la n a t io n s  a lm o s t  i n v a r i a b l y  w i l l  be in a d e q u a te — too much 
g e nu ine  e x p e r ie n c e  w i l l  be  l e f t  o u t  o f  th e  a c c o u n t .
R educ tion ism  i s  c o r r e c t  in  i t s  d e s i r e  f o r  a " u n i f i e d  s c i e n c e . "
The p r i n c i p l e s  g o ve rn ing  one r e a lm  o f  b e in g  sh o u ld  n o t  be r a d i c a l l y  
d i s j o i n e d  from th o s e  g o v e rn in g  a n o th e r  r e a lm .  R e d u c t io n ism 's  m is take  
l i e s  in  a t t e m p t in g  to  i n t e r p r e t  th e  " h ig h e r "  in  term s o f  th e  " lo w e r ,"  
W hitehead i n s i s t s  t h a t  the  lower sh o u ld  be i n t e r p r e t e d  in  terms o f  the  
h i g h e r .  Low g rade  o rgan ism s e x h i b i t  th e  same f e a t u r e s  as  h ig h  g rade  
o rgan ism s a t  a lower l e v e l  o f  i n t e n s i t y  and c o m p le x i ty .  W hitehead a c ­
c e p t s  th e  r e d u c t i o n i s t ' s  i n s i s t e n c e  upon th e  u n i f o r m i ty  o f  n a t u r a l  o c c u r ­
re n c e s  and th e  need f o r  s y s te m a t ic  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  them. He a rg u e s ,  
however, t h a t  the  r e d u c t i o n i s t  sword c u t s  b o th  ways. We n o t  o n ly  e x p e c t  
f e a t u r e s  o f  lower g ra d e s  o f  b e in g  to  p e r s i s t  in  h ig h e r  g r a d e ,  we
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a l s o  shou ld  e x p e c t  some form o f  th e  h ig h e r  e x p e r ie n c e s  to  be p r e s e n t  
th ro u g h o u t  n a t u r e .
W hitehead a l s o  a c c e p t s  some o f  th e  t e n e t s  o f  w holism . He a g re e s  
t h a t  m ec h a n is t  r e d u c t io n i s m  i s  in a d e q u a te  to  a c c o u n t  f o r  " p s y c h o l o g ic a l ” 
and " b i o l o g i c a l "  o c c u r r e n c e s .  He a l s o  a g re e s  t h a t  f i n a l  c a u se s  and 
p u rp o se s  a re  p a r t  o f  th e  p r o c e s s  o f  n a t u r e .  But W hitehead does n o t  ac­
c e p t  th e  p r i n c i p l e  t h a t  b i o l o g i c a l  r e s u l t s  fo l lo w  from an u n d i f f e r e n t i a t e d  
" v i t a l i s t  p r i n c i p l e . "  Nor would he a g re e  w i th  th o se  t h e o r i s t s  who b e ­
l i e v e  t h a t  th e  laws o f  b io lo g y ,  s o c io lo g y  o r  p sycho logy  a re  s u i  g e n e r i s
22and in c o n g ru e n t  w i th  the  laws o f  p h y s ic s .
In  a t  l e a s t  one r e s p e c t ,  W h ite h e a d 's  views c o rre sp o n d  to  th o se  of 
" b e h a v i o r a l i s t s "  in  p o l i t i c a l  s c i e n c e .  B e h a v i o r a l i s t s ,  u n l ik e  " i n s t i t u ­
t i o n a l i s t s , "  b e l i e v e  t h a t  a l l  l a w fu l  o r  l a w - l ik e  s ta t e m e n ts  a re  d e r i v a t i v e
23from th e  " b e h a v io r"  o f  " i n d i v i d u a l s . "  W hitehead a g re e s  w i th  the  g e n e r ­
a l  p r i n c i p l e  b u t  d e n ie s  t h a t  human b e in g s  a r e  " i n d i v i d u a l s . "  The a c t s  
o f  e x p e r ie n c e  t h a t  c o n s t i t u t e  the  " o c c a s io n a l  t h i n k e r "  w i t h in  the  b o d i ly  
nexus o f  any "man" a r e  to o  complex to  be reduced  to  an a b s t r a c t  " i n d i v i d u a l . "  
From W h ite h e a d 's  p o i n t  o f  v iew , the  b e h a v i o r a l i s t s '  i n d i v i d u a l s  a r e  as 
vague , a b s t r a c t  and in a d e q u a te  as  th e  v i t a l i s t s '  l i f e  p r i n c i p l e .
Summary and P r o s p e c t
T h is  c h a p te r  has  a t te m p te d  to  examine W h ite h e a d 's  cosmology by 
means o f  a b r i e f  sumnary and a d i s c u s s i o n  o f  an i l l u s t r a t i v e  i s s u e .
22 For a c o n t r a r y  p o s i t i o n  a s s e r t i n g  t h a t  " s o c i e t a l  f a c t s "  a r e  
s t r i c t l y  " i r r e d u c i b l e "  see  M aurice Mandelbaum, " S o c i e t a l  F a c t s , "  in  
The P h i lo so p h y  o f  S o c i a l  E x p l a n a t io n , ed . Alan Ryan (O xford : Oxford
U n i v e r s i t y  P r e s s ,  1973), pp . 105-118.
23Alan C. I s a a k ,  Scope and Methods o f  P o l i t i c a l  S c ie n c e , 2nd e d . 
(Homewood, I l l i n o i s :  Dorsey P r e s s ,  1975), pp. 36 -42 .
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The e x a m in a t io n  was d e s ig n e d  to  p ro v id e  the  c o n te x t u a l  background f o r  th e  
r em a in in g  c h a p te r s  and to  i l l u s t r a t e  th e  n a tu r e  o f  W hitehead ’ s de te rm in e d  
q u e s t  f o r  c o m p re h e n s iv e n e ss .
Once g ra s p e d ,  th e  v i s i o n  o f  r e a l i t y  t h a t  emerges i s  r a t h e r  s t r a n g e .  
The s t r a n g e n e s s  d e r i v e s  from W h ite h e a d 's  r e s i s t a n c e  to  images o f  r e a l i t y  
t h a t  have c a p tu r e d  th e  w e s te r n  im a g in a t io n  f o r  some t im e .  Of p a r t i c u l a r  
im portance  i s  th e  image t h a t  W hitehead b e l i e v e s  to  have r e ig n e d  supreme 
s in c e  th e  s e v e n te e n th  c e n t u r y — r e a l i t y  a s  th e  g r e a t  machine (SMW, p .  5 0 ) .  
W hitehead does  n o t  d oub t  th e  trem endous p rag m a tic  v a lu e  o f  the  m e c h a n is t ic  
mode o f  th o u g h t  as  a goad to  s c i e n t i f i c  d i s c o v e r y ;  he q u e s t io n s  the  r e d u c ­
t i o n  o f  r e a l i t y  to  t h i s  l im i t e d  mode o f  th o u g h t .
W h ite h e a d 's  p r im a ry  c o m p la in t  a g a i n s t  the  m e c h a n is t  mode o f  th o ugh t  
in v o v le s  i t s  d e r a c in a t e d  c o n c e p t io n  o f  e x p e r ie n c e  where the  s u b je c t  a p p e a rs  
as  a s p e c t a t o r  t o  a p l a y  i n  which he h a s  no p a r t  o r  who, in  the  b e h a v io r -  
i s t ' s  denouem ent, d i s a p p e a r s  a l t o g e t h e r .  At th e  c e n t e r  s t a g e  o f  W h ite h e a d 's  
drama i s  th e  e x p e r ie n c in g  s u b j e c t  who i s  i n t i m a t e l y  in v o lv e d  in  th e  r e a l i t y  
he e x p e r i e n c e s .  But t h e  s u b j e c t  o f  e x p e r ie n c e  in  W h ite h e a d 's  scheme o f  
i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  i s  n o t  th e  " p e r s o n "  d i s c e r n e d  in  th e  h ig h e r  p h a ses  o f  con­
s c io u s  e x p e r i e n c e .  For W hitehead , th e  "w orld"  i t s e l f  i s  composed o f  mo­
m ents o f  e x p e r ie n c e  w i th  v a ry in g  l e v e l s  o f  i n t e n s i t y  and i n s i g h t .  "P re h e n ­
s io n s "  a r e  th e  cement t h a t  h o ld s  th e  world  t o g e t h e r .
By c o n c e iv in g  th e  w orld  as  moments o f  e x p e r i e n c e ,  W hitehead i s  a b le  
to  p ro v id e  a f r e s h ,  u n iq u e  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  the  u n i f o r m i ty  o f  n a t u r e .  
W hitehead w i l l  n o t  s e t t l e  f o r  a r a d i c a l  d i s j u n c t i o n  betw een man and n a t u r e .  
The t o g e t h e r n e s s  o f  man and n a tu r e  i s  e x p la in e d  by way o f  e x p e r i e n c e .  The 
cosmos i £  a t e x t u r e  o f  e x p e r i e n c e s .  Man does n o t  s ta n d  as  an a l i e n  sub­
j e c t  ov e r  and a g a i n s t  a h o s t i l e  o r  i n d i f f e r e n t  w orld  o f  " m a t t e r . "  Man i s
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a t  home in  th e  w orld  as  a p a r t  o f  th e  p u rp o s iv e  w orld  o f  e x p e r ie n c e
composing th e  c r e a t i v e  advance o f  th e  u n i v e r s e .
W h ite h e a d 's  a t t e m p t  to  p l a c e  p u r p o s iv e ,  e x p e r ie n c in g  s u b j e c t s  
a t  th e  h e a r t  o f  th e  cosm ic drama, l e a d s  him to  r e t h i n k  th e  meaning o f  
c a u s a l i t y  and " n a t u r a l  l a w s ,"  c o n c e p ts  d ee p ly  en tw ined  in  th e  m ec h a n is t  
mode o f  t h o u g h t .  H is u n d e r s t a n d in g  o f  e x p e r ie n c e  as  p u rp o s iv e  and f r e e , 
l e a d s  him to  r e j e c t  th e  im m u ta b i l i ty  o f  n a t u r a l  laws and e f f i c i e n t  c a u s e s .  
Causes a r e  th e  p e r s u a s iv e  i n f l u e n c e  o f  p a s t  s u b j e c t s  upon p r e s e n t  sub­
j e c t s ,  and n a t u r a l  laws r e f e r  to  the  d e g re e  to  which in f l u e n c e  i s  s t a b l e  
and p e r s i s t e n t .  The o r d e r  o f  th e  w orld  i s  n o t  f i x e d ,  in  W h ite h e a d 's
u n d e r s t a n d in g .  Our d e c i s i o n s  m a t t e r .  W hatever o r d e r  a r i s e s ,  a r i s e s
f r e e l y  from th e  d e c i s i o n s  o f  God and f i n i t e  s u b j e c t s .
C r e a t iv e  freedom  s p u r re d  by th e  p e r s u a s iv e  f o r c e  o f  lo v e — t h i s  
i s  th e  c e n t e r  o f  W h ite h e a d 's  c o sm o lo g ic a l  v i s i o n  and the  fo u n d a t io n  f o r  
h i s  com prehensive  q u e s t .
The f o l lo w in g  c h a p te r  se ek s  to  i l l u s t r a t e  j u s t  how much the  q u e s t  
com prehends. The c h a p te r  a t t e m p t s  to  lay  b a re  the  t h e o l o g i c a l ,  e t h i c a l  
and a n th r o p o l o g ic a l  a s p e c t s  o f  W h ite h e a d 's  t h in k i n g .  The i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  
examines b o th  th e  s t r u c t u r a l  and s u b s t a n t iv e  f e a t u r e s  o f  h i s  c o n c e rn s .
CHAPTER V
GOD, MAN AND THE MORAL ORDER
The c o n te n t io n — a lm o s t  a x io m a t ic  in  th e  modern c l im a te  o f  
th o u g h t— t h a t  som eth ing  l i k e  an " o u g h t"  can  i s s u e  o n ly  from 
man and i s  a l i e n  to  e v e r y th in g  o u t s i d e  h im , i s  more th a n  a 
d e s c r i p t i v e  s ta t e m e n t :  i t  i s  p a r t  o f  a m e ta p h y s ic a l  p o s i t i o n
t h a t  h a s  n e v e r  g iv en  f u l l  a c c o u n t  o f  i t s e l f .
Hans Jonas
No one e x c e p t  an  e n v io u s  man i s  d e l i g h t e d  by my im potence 
o r  d i s a d v a n ta g e ,  f o r  th e  g r e a t e r  th e  jo y  w i th  which we a re  
a f f e c t e d ,  th e  g r e a t e r  th e  p e r f e c t i o n  to  which we p a s s ,  and 
c o n s e q u e n t ly  th e  more do we p a r t i c i p a t e  i n  th e  d i v in e  n a tu r e ;  
n o r  can  jo y  e v e r  be e v i l  which i s  c o n t r o l l e d  by a t r u e  c o n s id ­
e r a t i o n  f o r  o u r  own p r o f i t .
Spinoza
V e r i l y ,  v e r i l y ,  I  sa y  u n to  you t h a t  you s h a l l  weep and 
lam en t,  b u t  th e  w orld  s h a l l  r e j o i c e ;  and ye s h a l l  be s o r r o w f u l ,  
b u t  your so rrow  s h a l l  be tu rn e d  i n t o  j o y .
John 16:20
The d e v i l  i s  n o t  c o n sp ic u o u s  f o r  h i s  t a l e n t s ;  in  f a c t  he i s  
a b o r e .
N ic o la s  Berdyaev
I n t r o d u c t i o n
From W h ite h e a d 's  p e r s p e c t i v e ,  p h i lo s o p h y  shou ld  a t t e m p t  to  g ra sp  
th e  whole o f  e x p e r i e n c e .  F u r th e rm o re ,  h i s  d e v o t io n  to  r a t i o n a l  in q u i r y  
r e q u i r e s  t h a t  a l l  s p h e re s  o f  i n t e r e s t  and e x p e r ie n c e  be b ro u g h t  i n to  
harm onious r e l a t i o n  in  a  p h i l o s o p h i c a l  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n .  W hitehead i s  a
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confirm ed  s y n t h e s i z e r .  C o n se q u e n tly ,  he r e j e c t s  such a l l e g e d  a n t i p a t h i e s
a s  th o se  among p h i lo s o p h y ,  s c ie n c e  and r e l i g i o n .
P h i lo so p h y  f r e e s  i t s e l f  from th e  t a i n t  o f  i n e f f e c t i v e n e s s  by 
i t s  c lo s e  r e l a t i o n s  w i th  r e l i g i o n  and w i th  s c ie n c e ,  n a t u r a l  
and s o c i o l o g i c a l .  I t  a t t a i n s  i t s  c h i e f  im p o r tan ce  by f u s in g  
. . . r e l i g i o n  and s c ie n c e  i n t o  one r a t i o n a l  scheme o f  
th o u g h t .  (PR, p .  15)
In  W h ite h e a d 's  v iew , m an 's  i n s t i t u t i o n s ,  in c lu d in g  h i s  academic d i s c i p l i n e s ,  
r e f l e c t  deep and a b id in g  e x p e r ie n c e s  and c o n c e rn s .  A p h i l o s o p h i c a l  i n t e r ­
p r e t a t i o n  must r e s p e c t  and a s s a y  th e  r e l a t i v e  im por tance  o f  a l l  human en­
d e a v o rs .  Thus, W hitehead f i r m ly  r e j e c t s  th e  r i g i d  c o m p a r tm e n ta l iz a t io n  
o f  th o u g h t .  T h is  e x p la in s  why he was n o t  p rone  to  w r i t e  in d ep e n d e n t  t r e a ­
t i s e s  on p o l i t i c s ,  t h e o lo g y ,  e t h i c s  and p h i l o s o p h i c a l  a n th ro p o lo g y  n o t ­
w i th s t a n d in g  h i s  a b id in g  c o n c e rn  w ith  a l l  t h e s e  a r e a s .
W h ite h e a d 's  t r e a tm e n t  o f  " t o p i c a l "  i s s u e s  i s  seldom  n e a t l y  ab­
s t r a c t e d  from h i s  o v e r a l l  s y n t h e s i s .  W hitehead i n s i s t s  t h a t  th e  " fu n d a ­
m e n ta l  n o t io n s "  o f  a s p e c u l a t i v e  p h i lo s o p h y  shou ld  " n o t  seem c a p a b le  o f  
a b s t r a c t i o n  from each  o t h e r "  (PR, p .  3 ) .  The c o n te x t  lends  the  t o p i c s  
t h e i r  m eaning. Thus, th e  t a s k  i s  to  show how t h e o l o g i c a l ,  m oral  and 
a n th r o p o l o g ic a l  i s s u e s  d e r iv e  from and a r e  i n t e g r a t e d  i n t o  th e  t o t a l  q u e s t  
f o r  v i s i o n .  The v a r i o u s  sp h e re s  o f  i n t e r e s t  must be u n d e rs to o d  i n  h a r ­
mony. "There  can  be no a c t i v e  i n t e r e s t  t h a t  p u t s  a s i d e  a l l  hope o f  a v i ­
s io n  o f  th e  harmony o f  t r u t h "  (SMW, p .  185) .
The p r e s e n t  c h a p te r  d i s c u s s e s  th e  q u e s t s  f o r  God, w ho leness  and 
man s e r i a t i m ,  b u t  th e  aim i s  to  i l l u s t r a t e  t h e i r  r o l e  in  one comprehen­
s iv e  s e a rc h  f o r  u n d e r s t a n d in g .  The c h a p t e r ' s  a n a l y t i c a l  o r  t o p i c a l  
d i v i s i o n s  a r e  im p o r ta n t  o n ly  i n s o f a r  a s  th ey  s e rv e  to  i n d i c a t e  th e  "omni­
v o ro u s"  c h a r a c t e r  o f  W h ite h e a d 's  c o n c e r n s .  The e x p l o r a t i o n  w i l l  fo l lo w  
the  a n a l y t i c a l  schema in t r o d u c e d  in  C h ap te r  Two, d i s c u s s i n g ,  in  o r d e r ,
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th e o lo g y ,  e t h i c s  and p h i l o s o p h i c a l  a n th ro p o lo g y .
R e l ig io n  and God
W h ite h e a d 's  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  Man's " r e l i g i o u s  e x p e r i e n c e s "  c u l ­
m in a te s  i n  a v i s i o n  o f  "God."  W hitehead i s  w e l l  aw are , how ever, t h a t  
n o t  a l l  " r e l i g i o n s "  a r e  t h e i s t i c .  C o n se q u e n tly ,  th e  p r e s e n t  s e c t i o n  
p r o f i t a b l y  can  be d iv id e d  i n t o  c o n s i d e r a t i o n s  o f  W h ite h e a d 's  u n d e r s t a n d ­
ing  o f  r e l i g i o n  and h i s  v i s i o n  o f  God.
The R e l ig io u s  Animal 
W hitehead a g re e s  w ith  th o se  th e o lo g ia n s  and s e c u l a r  c r i t i c s  who 
deny t h a t  we have  any " s p e c i a l  r e l i g i o u s  s e n se "  (RM, pp . 1 1 9 -2 7 ) .  But 
t h i s  does n o t  mean t h a t  r e l i g i o n s  a r e  f a n c i f u l  i n v e n t io n s  o r  " p r i m i t i v e "  
s u p e r s t i t i o n s .  R e l ig io n  i s  grounded in  e x p e r ie n c e .  R e l ig io u s  i n s i g h t  i s  
d e r iv e d  from " th e  superno rm al e x p e r ie n c e  o f  mankind in  i t s  moments o f  f i n ­
e s t  i n s i g h t "  (RM, p .  3 1 ) .  These i n s i g h t s  a r e  s t a b i l i z e d  as  r e l i g i o u s  
dogma. Dogmas a r e  n e c e s s a r y  b e c au se  r e l i g i o u s  l i f e  i s  v a l u a t i o n a l  and 
communal r e l i g i o n  h a s  a s  i t s  p u rpose  " th e  c o h e re n t  o r d e r in g  o f  l i f e "  bo th  
in  th o u g h t  and e t h i c a l  c onduc t  (RM, p .  3 0 ) .  But th e  dogmas become dan­
g e ro u s  when th ey  a r e  d iv o rc e d  from t h e i r  r o o t s  in  r e l i g i o u s  and e t h i c a l  
e x p e r ie n c e .
R e l ig io n s  commit s u i c i d e  when th e y  f i n d  t h e i r  i n s p i r a t i o n s  in  
t h e i r  dogmas. The i n s p i r a t i o n  o f  r e l i g i o n  l i e s  in  th e  h i s t o r y  
o f  r e l i g i o n .  By t h i s  I  mean t h a t  i t  i s  to  be found in  th e  
p r im a ry  e x p r e s s io n s  o f  th e  i n t u i t i o n s  o f  th e  f i n e s t  ty p e s  o f  
r e l i g i o u s  l i v e s .  (RM, p .  138)
When r e l i g i o n  d e v e lo p s  i n t o  o s s i f i e d  dogma, i t  i s  p r o p e r l y  s u b je c t  to
c r i t i c i s m ,  and r e a s o n  i s  a v a lu a b le  t o o l  f o r  c o n d u c t in g  a c r i t i q u e .
"Reason i s  th e  s a fe g u a rd  o f  th e  o b j e c t i v i t y  o f  r e l i g i o n ;  i t  s e c u re s  f o r
i t  th e  g e n e ra l  c o h e ren ce  d e n ie d  to  h y s t e r i a "  (RM, p .  6 3 ) .  W hitehead
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v ig o r o u s ly  d e n ie s  t h a t  r e l i g i o n  i s  a lw ays good; i t  can be a p o s i t i v e  
e v i l .  " R e l ig io n  i s  th e  l a s t  r e f u g e  o f  human s a v a g e ry .  The u n c r i t i c a l  
a s s o c i a t i o n  o f  r e l i g i o n  w i th  goodness i s  d i r e c t l y  n e g a t iv e d  by p l a i n  
f a c t s "  (RM, p .  3 6 ) .
I f  r e l i g i o n  i s  to  be " th e  main in s t r u m e n t  f o r  p r o g r e s s "  i t  must 
be s u b je c t e d  to  r a t i o n a l  c r i t i c i s m  (RM, p .  3 6 ) .  T h is  i s  where p h i lo s o ­
phy a c q u i r e s  i t s  r o l e .  The p h i lo s o p h e r  a t t e m p ts  to  r e f l e c t  d i s p a s s i o n ­
a t e l y  and r a t i o n a l l y  u n d e rs ta n d  th e  e x p e r ie n c e s  u n d e r ly in g  th e  o f t e n ­
tim es  f a n a t i c a l  e x c e s s e s  o f  th e  c r e e d s .
The d e s i r e  to  u n d e r s t a n d ,  r a t h e r  th an  promote some p a r t i c u l a r
e m o t io n a l  o r  i n s t i t u t i o n a l  i n t e r e s t ,  p r e c lu d e s  th e  e a sy  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n
o f  r e l i g i o u s  e x p e r ie n c e  w i th  God. W hitehead o b s e rv e s  t h a t
t h e r e  i s  a l a r g e  c o n c u r re n c e  in  th e  n e g a t i v e  d o c t r i n e  t h a t
. . . r e l i g i o u s  e x p e r ie n c e  does  n o t  in c lu d e  any d i r e c t  i n ­
t u i t i o n  o f  a d e f i n i t e  p e rso n  o r  i n d i v i d u a l .  I t  i s  a c h a r a c t e r  
o f  perm anent r i g h t n e s s ,  whose in h e re n c e  in  th e  n a tu r e  o f  
th in g s  m o d if ie s  b o th  e f f i c i e n t  and f i n a l  c a u s e ,  so t h a t  one 
conform s to  harm onious c o n d i t i o n s ,  and th e  o t h e r  c o n t r a s t s  i t ­
s e l f  w i th  a harm onious i d e a l .  The harmony in  th e  a c t u a l  world 
i s  in  c o n fo rm ity  w ith  th e  c h a r a c t e r .  (RM, p .  60)
A cosmology i s  r e q u i r e d  to  i n t e r p r e t  th e  " c h a r a c t e r  o f  perm anent r i g h t n e s s "
in h e r in g  i n  " th e  n a tu r e  o f  t h i n g s , "  b u t  th e  outcome o f  t h i s  cosmology need
n o t  be t h e i s t i c .  N e v e r th e le s s ,  d i s p a s s i o n a t e  th o u g h t  does  n o t  p re c lu d e  a
t h e i s t i c  outcome.
W hitehead n o te s  t h a t  " A r i s t o t l e  found i t  n e c e s s a r y  to  com ple te  h i s  
m e ta p h y s ic s  by th e  i n t r o d u c t i o n  o f  a Prime Mover— God" (SMW, p .  173) .  
W hitehead c o n s id e r s  t h i s  s i g n i f i c a n t  b e c au se  A r i s t o t l e ,  a tow ering  gen­
iu s  in  th e  h i s t o r y  o f  p h i lo s o p h y ,  " was e n t i r e l y  d i s p a s s i o n a t e ;  and he i s  
th e  l a s t  European m e ta p h y s ic ia n  o f  f i r s t - r a t e  im p o r tan ce  f o r  whom t h i s  
c la im  can be made" (SMW, p . 17 3 ) .  W hitehead a l s o  a t t e m p t s  to  com plete  
h i s  u n d e r s t a n d in g  o f  m an 's  b a s i c  e x p e r ie n c e s  w ith  r e f e r e n c e  to  a supreme
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a c t u a l  e n t i t y — God.
The C u lm in a tin g  V is io n  o f  God
W hitehead c o n s i s t e n t l y  i n s i s t s  upon two p r i n c i p l e s ,  r e l e v a n t  
to  th e  p r e s e n t  d i s c u s s i o n ,  g o v e rn in g  th e  i n t r o d u c t i o n  o f  a c a te g o ry  
i n t o  a p h i l o s o p h i c a l  scheme:
1) The c a te g o r y  sh o u ld  be c o n s i s t e n t  w i th  th e  rem a inde r  
o f  th e  scheme;
2) The c a te g o r y  shou ld  n o t  be in t ro d u c e d  a<i hoc m ere ly
to  save  th e  c o l l a p s e  o f  a l l  o r  p a r t  o f  th e  scheme. (S ee ,  f o r  
ex am p les ,  PR, pp . 3 ;  4 . )
W hitehead f e e l s  t h a t  "God" m eets  b o th  t h e s e  c r i t e r i a  i n  h i s  scheme.
God i s  an  a c t u a l  e n t i t y  who b e a r s  n e c e s s a ry  and i n t e l l i g i b l e  
r e l a t i o n s  to  a l l  o t h e r  a c t u a l  e n t i t i e s .  He i s  c once ived  to  f u l f i l l  c r u ­
c i a l  m e ta p h y s ic a l  f u n c t i o n s  i n c a p a b le  o f  f u l f i l l m e n t  by tem p o ra l  a c t u a l  
e n t i t i e s .
As n o ted  in  th e  p re c e e d in g  c h a p te r ,  God f u n c t i o n s ,  in  W h ite h ea d 's  
scheme, a s  a " p r i n c i p l e  o f  c o n c r e t i o n "  and a s  a " p r i n c i p l e  o f  l i m i t a t i o n . "  
The n e c e s s i t y  f o r  God to  f u l f i l l  th e s e  r o l e s  can be i n d i c a t e d  w i th  r e f e r ­
ence  to  e t e r n a l  o b j e c t s .  E t e r n a l  o b j e c t s  a r e  "pu re  p o t e n t i a l s . "  They 
a r e  i n d i f f e r e n t  t o  th e  type  o f  " in g r e s s i o n "  they  r e c e i v e .  But o n ly  some 
e t e r n a l  o b j e c t s  may be prehended  by f i n i t e  a c t u a l  e n t i t i e s .  I f  t h i s  were 
n o t  th e  c a s e ,  t h e r e  cou ld  be no d e f i n i t e  a c t u a l  w o r ld .  A l l  t h a t  would be 
f e l t  would be th e  plenum o f  c o n c e p tu a l  o b j e c t s .  Only God i s  a b le  to  p e r ­
form t h i s  r o l e .  Even i f  f i n i t e  a c t u a l  e n t i t i e s  were to  e n t e r t a i n  e t e r n a l  
o b j e c t s  s e l e c t i v e l y ,  t h e r e  would be "ch a o s"  w i th o u t  a p r i n c i p l e  g u id in g  
th e  s e l e c t i o n .  The p r i n c i p l e  o f  s e l e c t i o n  ( c o n c r e t i o n ;  l i m i t a t i o n )  i s  
p ro v id e d  in  G od 's  " i n i t i a l  a im ."
What i s  in e x o r a b le  i n  God, i s  v a l u a t i o n  as an aim towards 
" o r d e r ; "  and " o rd e r "  means " s o c i e t y  p e rm is s iv e  o f  a c t u a l ­
i t i e s  w i th  p a t t e r n e d  i n t e n s i t y  o f  f e e l i n g  a r i s i n g  from
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a d ju s t e d  c o n t r a s t s . "  In  t h i s  s e n se  God i s  the  p r i n c i p l e  o f  
c o n c r e t i o n ;  nam ely, he i s  t h a t  a c t u a l  e n t i t y  from which each 
tem p o ra l  c o n c re s e n c e  r e c e i v e s  t h a t  i n i t i a l  aim from which i t s  
s e l f - c a u s a t i o n  s t a r t s .  (PR, p .  244. c f .  PR* P* 164, SMW, pp. 
1 7 3 -7 9 .)
In  s h o r t ,  G od 's  i n i t i a l  aim b e g in s  th e  p r o c e s s  o f  c o n c re se n ce  o r  grow­
ing  t o g e t h e r ,  and s e t s  th e  l i m i t s  f o r  p o s s i b i l i t y  w i t h in  a g iv e n  s i t u ­
a t i o n .  God e s t a b l i s h e s  th e  b o u n d r ie s  w i th in  which n o v e l  r e s p o n s e s  may 
o c c u r .
God i s  th e  u l t i m a t e  g u a r a n to r  f o r  o r d e r  in  th e  w o r ld .  God i s  
the  o n ly  n e c e s s a r y  and e t e r n a l  a c t u a l  e n t i t y .  The o n t o l o g i c a l  p r i n c i ­
p le  r e q u i r e s  t h a t  a l l  " r e a s o n s "  be r e f e r e n t  t o  one o r  more a c t u a l  e n t i ­
t i e s .  The u l t i m a t e  r a t i o n a l i t y  o f  th e  u n i v e r s e  o n ly  can be a t t r i b u t e d  
to  God; t h a t  th e  u n iv e r s e  w i l l  e x h i b i t  some o r d e r  can be g u a ra n te e d  by 
none o t h e r  th an  God. Thus W hitehead d e s c r i b e s  God as " th e  u l t i m a t e  
i r r a t i o n a l i t y . "  God i s
th e  l i m i t a t i o n  f o r  which no re a s o n  can  be g iv e n ;  f o r  a l l  
r e a s o n  f low s from i t .  God i s  th e  u l t i m a t e  l i m i t a t i o n  and 
H is e x i s t e n c e  i s  th e  u l t i m a t e  i r r a t i o n a l i t y .  For no re a so n  
can  be g iv e n  f o r  j u s t  t h a t  l i m i t a t i o n  which i t  s ta n d s  i n  His 
n a tu r e  to  impose . . . .  No re a s o n  can  be g iv en  f o r  th e  n a ­
t u r e  o f  God, be c au se  t h a t  n a tu r e  i s  th e  ground o f  r a t i o n a l i t y .
(SMW, p .  178)
To f in d  a " re a s o n "  s u p e r i o r  to  God would be tan tam oun t  to  a s s e r t i n g  t h a t  
th e  s u p e r i o r  r e a s o n  is_ God. There  can be no r a t i o n a l ,  m e ta p h y s ic a l  
d e te r m in a t io n s  p r i o r  to  God; " t h e r e  i s  a m e ta p h y s ic a l  need f o r  a p r i n ­
c i p l e  o f  d e t e r m i n a t i o n ,  b u t  t h e r e  can be no m e ta p h y s ic a l  r e a s o n  f o r  what 
i s  d e te rm in e d "  (SMW, p .  1 78 ) .
T h is  b r i e f  summary i n d i c a t e s  why W hitehead f e l t  com pelled  toward 
th e  d i s p a s s i o n a t e  i n t r o d u c t i o n  o f  "God" i n t o  h i s  i n t e r p r e t i v e  scheme.
I t  rem ains  to  c o n s id e r  how W h ite h e a d 's  God r e l a t e s  to  r e l i g i o u s  e x p e r i ­
ence .  I s  "God" no more than  a f u n c t io n  in  a p h i l o s o p h i c a l  scheme? Does
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W h ite h e a d 's  c o n c e p t io n  f u l f i l l  h i s  hope t h a t  th e  d e i t y  co n te m p la ted  
by th e  p h i lo s o p h e r  sh o u ld  be a v a i l a b l e  f o r  r e l i g i o u s  p u rp o se s?  Do we 
have th e  God o f  Abraham, I s a a c  and Jacob  o r  the  God o f  th e  p h i lo s o p h e r s ?  
S tephen  E ly  h a s  charged  t h a t  W h ite h e a d 's  God i s  n o t  a v a i l a b l e  f o r  r e l i ­
g io u s  p u r p o s e s .  In d eed , E ly  c o n s id e r s  W h ite h e a d 's  God to  be an e v i l  
d e i t y  who s im ply  " u s e s "  f i n i t e  e n t i t i e s  f o r  His own s a t i s f a c t i o n . ^
T h is  i s  n o t  th e  p l a c e  to  rev iew  E l y ' s  c r i t i c i s m s .  In  th e  p r e s e n t  con­
t e x t ,  a l l  t h a t  can  be a t te m p te d  i s  a b road  overv iew  o f  W h ite h e a d 's
v i s i o n  o f  God and le a v e  i t  to  th e  r e a d e r  t o  a s sa y  i t s  r e l i g i o u s  s i g n i f i -  
2c a n c e .
W hitehead i n s i s t s  t h a t  a p h i l o s o p h i c a l  c o n c e p t io n  o f  God be 
r o o te d  in  r e l i g i o u s  e x p e r i e n c e .  He em phasizes  " th e  deep c o n n e c t io n  o f  
th e  s p e c u l a t i v e  Reason w i th  r e l i g i o u s  i n t u i t i o n s "  (FR, p .  6 6 ) .  He even 
goes so f a r  a s  t o  a s s e r t  t h a t  " th e  e s se n c e  o f  e d u c a t io n  i s  t h a t  i t  be 
r e l i g i o u s "  (AI, p .  1 4 ) .  And what i s  " r e l i g i o n "  f o r  th e  s p e c u l a t i v e  
th in k e r ?  " R e l ig io n  i s  th e  r e a c t i o n  o f  human n a tu r e  to  i t s  s e a rc h  f o r  
God" (SMW, p .  191).
For W hitehead , th e  u n d e rs ta n d in g  o f  God i s  n o t  r e f l e c t e d  e a s i l y  
in  any o f  th e  f o rm u la t io n s  whereby we a t te m p t  to  communicate ou r  s e a r c h .
S tephen  E ly ,  The R e l ig io u s  A v a i l a b i l i t y  o f  W h ite h e a d 's  God: A
C r i t i c a l  A n a ly s is  (M adison, W isconsin :  The U n i v e r s i ty  o f  W isconsin  P r e s s ,
1941). An i n t e r e s t i n g  p a r a l l e l  can  be found in  th e  a n a l y s i s  o f  H e g e l 's  
w r i t i n g s  i n  R obert  T ucker, P h i lo so p h y  and Myth in  K arl  Marx (Cambridge: 
Cambridge U n i v e r s i t y  P r e s s ,  1967), p p .  57 -72 .
2
The l i t e r a t u r e  on " p ro c e s s  th e o lo g y "  i n s p i r e d  by W h ite h ea d 's  
w r i t i n g s  i s  v a s t .  A good i n t r o d u c t o r y  so u rc e  i s  Delwin Brown, e t  a l . ,  
e d s . ,  P ro c e s s  P h i lo so p h y  and C h r i s t i a n  Thought ( I n d i a n a p o l i s :  Bobbs-
M e r r i l l ,  1971).
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R e l ig io n  i s  Che v i s i o n  o f  som eth ing  which s t a n d s  beyond, be­
h in d  and w i t h i n ,  th e  p a s s in g  f l u x  o f  im m ediate  t h i n g s ;  some­
th in g  which i s  r e a l ,  and y e t  w a i t i n g  to  be  r e a l i z e d ;  some­
th in g  which i s  a  rem ote p o s s i b i l i t y ,  and y e t  th e  g r e a t e s t  o f  
p r e s e n t  f a c t s ;  som ething t h a t  g i v e s  meaning to  a l l  t h a t  p a s s e s ,  
and y e t  e lu d e s  a p p re h e n s io n ;  som eth ing  whose p o s s e s s io n  i s  
th e  f i n a l  good, and y e t  i s  beyond a l l  r e a c h ;  som eth ing  which 
i s  th e  u l t i m a t e  i d e a l ,  and th e  h o p e le s s  q u e s t .  (SMW, pp . 191- 
92. c f .  PR, pp . 3 4 7 -4 8 .)
T h is  u l t i m a t e  i d e a l  and h o p e le s s  q u e s t  r e s u l t s  in  " w o r s h ip ."  "The immed­
i a t e  r e a c t i o n  o f  human n a tu r e  to  th e  r e l i g i o u s  v i s i o n  i s  w o rsh ip "  (SMW, 
p .  192). But r e l i g i o u s  e x p e r ie n c e  can e x p re s s  i t s e l f  i n  " th e  c r u d e s t  
f a n c i e s  o f  b a r b a r i c  im a g in a t io n "  mixed w i th  genu ine  i n s i g h t  (SMW, p .  192). 
Thus, W hitehead t a k e s  p a in s  to  c r i t i c i z e  th e  i n f u s i o n  o f  a " d iv in e  d e s p o t"  
image o f  God i n t o  m ed ieva l  th e o lo g y .  The a t t e n t i o n  to  G od 's  overpow ering  
w i l l  and om nipotence was, W hitehead t h i n k s ,  bought a t  th e  p r i c e  o f  te rm in ­
a t i n g  th e  s e a rc h  f o r  c o h e re n t  t h e o r y  (A I, p p .  1 6 8 -7 2 ) .  For i n s t a n c e ,  the
s t r e s s  on th e  t o t a l  e f f i c a c y  o f  G od 's  w i l l  l e d ,  in  W h ite h e a d 's  view
3to  th e  im passe o f  th e o d ic y .
I f  th e  t h e o r y  o f  com ple te  d e te rm in is m ,  by re a s o n  o f  th e  n e c e s ­
s i t y  o f  co n fo rm a t io n  w i th  th e  n a tu r e  o f  God, h o ld s  t r u e ,  then  
th e  e v i l  i n  th e  w orld  i s  i n  c o n fo rm ity  w i th  th e  n a tu r e  o f  God.
(RM, p .  92)
W hitehead f e e l s  t h a t  g a in s  in  v a lu e  and co h e re n c e  a re  made when we a s s o c ­
i a t e  God w i th  th e  more " t e n d e r , "  l e s s  " d e s p o t i c , "  a s p e c t s  o f  r e a l i t y  em­
p h a s iz in g  d i v in e  p e r s u a s io n .
W hitehead c o n t r a s t s  h i s  image o f  d i v i n e  p e r s u a s io n  w ith  o th e r  
t h e o l o g i c a l  im ages. A ccord ing  to  him t h r e e  en v isag em en ts  have p r e v a i l e d  
in  th e  h i s t o r y  o f  t h e i s t i c  p h i lo s o p h y :  th e  D iv ine  C a e sa r ,  th e  r u t h l e s s
3
C f .  David R. G r i f f i n ,  God, Power and E v i l :  A P ro c e s s  Theodicy
( P h i l a d e l p h i a :  W estm ins te r  PreBS, 1976), p .  9 .  See a l s o  C h a r le s  H a r t -
sh o rn e ,  "Om nipotence" in  An E n c y c lo p e d ia  o f  R e l ig io n  ed .  V e rg i lu s  Ferm 
(New York: P h i lo s o p h i c a l  L ib r a r y ,  1945), pp . 545-46 .
106
m o r a l i s t  and th e  unmoved mover.
There  is-, how ever, in  th e  G a l i l e a n  o r i g i n  o f  C h r i s t i a n i t y  y e t  
a n o th e r  s u g g e s t io n  which does  n o t  f i t  v e ry  w e l l  w i th  any o f  
th e  t h r e e  main s t r a n d s  o f  t h o u g h t .  I t  does  n o t  em phasize  the  
r u l i n g  C a e s a r ,  o r  th e  r u t h l e s s  m o r a l i s t ,  o r  th e  unmoved m over.
I t  d w e l ls  upon th e  t e n d e r  e le m e n ts  in  th e  w o r ld ,  which s low ly  
and i n  q u i e t n e s s  o p e r a t e  by lo v e ;  and i t  f i n d s  th e  p r e s e n t  
immediacy o f  a kingdom n o t  o f  t h i s  w o r ld .  Love n e i t h e r  r u l e s ,  
n o r  i s  i t  unmoved; a l s o  i t  i s  a  l i t t l e  o b l iv i o u s  as  to  m o ra l s .
I t  does  n o t  look  to  th e  f u t u r e ;  f o r  i t  f i n d s  i t s  own rew ard  in
th e  im m ediate  p r e s e n t .  (PR, p .  343)
In  W h ite h e a d 's  v i s i o n  o f  God, God e n t e r s  i n t o  a lo v in g  r e l a t i o n s h i p  w ith  
a l l  f i n i t e  e n t i t i e s .  He d e s i r e s  th e  grow th o f  His own e x p e r ie n c e  b u t  He 
does n o t  s im p ly  " u se "  f i n i t e  e n t i t i e s  f o r  His own s a t i s f a c t i o n .  The i n ­
t r i n s i c  good o f  each f i n i t e  e n t i t y  i s  an i n t r i n s i c  good f o r  God. But 
God does  n o t  a c c e p t  th e  lo w es t  g ra d e s  o f  goodness  as  a f i n a l  s t a t e .  He 
p e rs u a d e s  f i n i t e  e n t i t i e s  to  seek  h ig h e r  p e r f e c t i o n .  In  t h i s  r e g a r d ,
God makes u se  o f  e v i l  to  p roduce  good, though th e  e v i l  i s  no l e s s  e v i l  f o r  
i t s  u s e f u l n e s s .
God s u f f e r s  f o r  th e  e v i l  o f  th e  w o r ld ,  and h i s  s u f f e r i n g  i s  g r e a t e r  
th a n  t h a t  o f  f i n i t e  e n t i t i e s  b ecause  God alw ays i s ,  w h i le  f i n i t e  e n t i t i e s  
p a s s .  Y e t ,  th e  f i n i t e n e s s  o f  a c t u a l  o c c a s io n s  i s  no b a r  to  s a t i s f a c t i o n
in  t r a n s c e n d e n t  e x p e r i e n c e .  Because a c t u a l  e n t i t i e s  a r e  o b j e c t i v e l y  im­
m o r ta l  th e  good th e y  seek  beyond th em se lv es  i s  n o t  un rew arded . The 
s a t i s f a c t i o n  o f  f i n i t u d e  i s  n o t  c o n f in e d  to  momentary en joym ent. We 
ca n ,  th ro u g h  hope , f a i t h  and lo v e ,  seek  th e  Good beyond o u r s e l v e s ,  and 
th e  Good we s e e k  i s  " sav ed "  in  G od 's  e x p e r ie n c e  and in  th e  e x p e r ie n c e  o f  
o t h e r  f i n i t e  b e in g s  who fo l lo w .
The c o n seq u e n t  n a tu r e  o f  God i s  h i s  judgment on th e  w o r ld .
He sa v es  th e  w orld  as  i t  p a s s e s  i n t o  th e  immediacy o f  h i s  
own l i f e .  I t  i s  th e  judgment o f  a  t e n d e r n e s s  which lo s e s  
n o th in g  t h a t  can  be sa v ed .  I t  i s  a l s o  th e  judgment o f  a
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wisdom which u s e s  what i n  th e  tem p o ra l  w orld  i s  mere w reckage 
. . . .  G od 's  r o l e  i s  n o t  th e  combat o f  p r o d u c t iv e  f o r c e  w ith  
p r o d u c t iv e  f o r c e ,  o f  d e s t r u c t i v e  f o r c e  w i th  d e s t r u c t i v e  f o r c e ;  
i t  l i e s  in  th e  p a t i e n t  o p e r a t i o n  o f  th e  overpow ering  r a t i o n a l ­
i t y  o f  h i s  c o n c e p tu a l  h a rm o n iz a t io n .  He does  n o t  c r e a t e  th e  
w o r ld ,  he s a v es  i t ;  o r ,  more a c c u r a t e l y ,  he i s  th e  p o e t  o f  the  
w o r ld ,  w i th  t e n d e r  p a t i e n c e  l e a d in g  i t  by h i s  v i s i o n  o f  t r u t h ,  
b e a u ty  and g o o d n e ss .  (PR, p .  346)
W hitehead f e e l s  t h a t  such a God— a God m o tiv a te d  by p e r s u a s iv e  love  f o r
f i n i t e  c r e a t u r e s — i s  th e  p r o p e r  o b j e c t  o f  w o rs h ip .
God t r a n s c e n d s  a l l  f i n i t e  e x p e r ie n c e  by in c lu d in g  a l l  a c t u a l  and 
p o t e n t i a l  e x p e r ie n c e  in  His e x p e r i e n c e ,  y e t  He i s  e f f i c a c i o u s l y  p r e s e n t  
as  a f a c t o r  in  a l l  f i n i t e  e x p e r ie n c e s  w h e th e r  r e c e p t i v e  o r  i n t e n t i o n a l .
Thus, God i s  b o th  th e  t r a n s c e n d e n t  and immanent s o u rc e  o f  ou r  e x p e r ie n c e  
and aim o f  o u r  v a l u a t i o n s .  F a i l u r e  to  r e c o g n iz e  th e  t r a n s c e n d e n t  so u rce  
and aim o f  ou r  v a l u a t i o n s  r e d u c e s  l i f e  to  momentary f l a s h e s  o f  en joym en t.
W hitehead b e l i e v e s  t h a t  th e  d e s i r e  to  e sca p e  th e  a p p a re n t  t r a n s -
c ie n c e  o f  f i n i t e  e x p e r ie n c e  l i e s  a t  th e  c o re  o f  r e l i g i o u s  i n t u i t i o n .  The
c o n t r i b u t i o n  o f  r e l i g i o n  l i e s  in
th e  r e c o g n i t i o n  t h a t  ou r  e x i s t e n c e  i s  more than  a s u c c e s s io n  
o f  b a re  f a c t s .  We l i v e  in  a comnon w orld  o f  m utua l  a d ju s tm e n t ,  
o f  i n t e l l i g i b l e  r e l a t i o n s ,  o f  v a l u a t i o n s ,  o f  z e s t  a f t e r  p u rp o s e s ,  
o f  jo y  and g r i e f ,  o f  i n t e r e s t  d i r e c t e d  beyond s e l f ,  o f  s h o r t - t i m e  
and lo n g - t im e  f a i l u r e s  o r  s u c c e s s e s  o f  d i f f e r e n t  l a y e r s  o f  f e e l ­
in g ,  o f  l i f e  w e a r in e s s  and o f  l i f e  z e s t .  (RM, p .  77)
Our g r e a t e s t  p e r f e c t i o n  l i e s  beyond , and ou r  d e e p e s t  d e s i r e s  a r e  d i r e c t e d  to
th e  beyond. "H app iness"  in  i t s  h i g h e s t ,  most s e l f - r e a l i z e d  p e r f e c t i o n  can
have no g o a l  o t h e r  th a n  p u r s u i t  o f  th e  Good in  ac co rd a n ce  w i th  G od 's  aim .
On th e  o t h e r  hand , t h e r e  i s  no a l t e r n a t i v e  to  the  r e c o g n i t i o n  o f  
th e  t ra g e d y  which a t t e n d s  th e  q u e s t  f o r  th e  Good. There  i s  no m e ta p h y s ic a l  
n e c e s s i t y  f o r  th e  e v i l  and d im in ish m en t  which accom panies o u r  e x p e r ie n c e ,  
b u t  t h e r e  can  be no h o n e s t  d e n i a l  o f  th e  e x p e r i e n c e s .  E x is te n c e  i s  a p a s s ­
ing  t r a g e d y  f o r  f i n i t e  b e in g s ;  th e  h e i g h t s  o f  b e a u ty  a re  accompanied by
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th e  r e m o r s e le s s  working o f  t h in g s .  But th e  d i v in e  r i s k  i s  g r e a t e r  than  
o u r  r i s k ,  and G od 's  s u f f e r i n g  i s  th e  s u f f e r i n g  o f  us a l l .  At th e  h e a r t  
o f  W h ite h e a d 's  v i s i o n  o f  God l i e s  th e  i n t u i t i o n  o f  a  b e in g  who i s  " th e  
g r e a t  companion— th e  f e l lo w  s u f f e r e r  who u n d e r s t a n d s "  (PR, p .  3 51 ) .
The Moral O rder
Many c o n c e p ts  and term s r e l a t e d  t o  e t h i c s  and v a lu e  th e o ry  were
in t ro d u c e d  in  th e  p r e c e d in g  s e c t i o n .  T h is  was no a c c i d e n t .  W h ite h ea d 's
v i s i o n  o f  " th e  Good" and " th e  good l i f e "  a r e  i n t i m a t e l y  c onnec ted  w ith
h i s  r e l i g i o u s  v i s i o n .  W hitehead makes th e  c o n n e c t io n  betw een " r e l i g i o n "
and e t h i c a l  and s o c i a l  th e o ry  e x p l i c i t .  R e l ig io n  c a n n o t  b e ,  in  W h ite h ea d 's
v iew , an i n c i d e n t a l  c oncern  f o r  a t h r i v i n g  c i v i l i z a t i o n .
The f a c t  o f  th e  r e l i g i o u s  v i s i o n ,  and i t s  h i s t o r y  o f  p e r s i s t e n t  
e x p a n s io n ,  i s  our  one ground f o r  op tim ism . A par t  from i t ,  
human l i f e  i s  a f l a s h  o f  o c c a s io n a l  en joym ents  l i g h t i n g  up a 
mass o f  p a in  and m is e ry ,  a b a g a t e l l e  o f  t r a n s i e n t  e x p e r ie n c e .
(SMW, p .  192)
The ground f o r  hope i s  found in  th e  r e l i g i o u s  v i s i o n ;  the  f o u n d a t io n  f o r  
" th e  Good" i s  G od 's  v i s i o n .  Thus, W h ite h e a d 's  " e t h i c s "  ca n n o t  be n e a t l y  
d iv o rc e d  from h i s  th e o lo g y .
The f o l lo w in g  t o p i c s  have been a b s t r a c t e d  f o r  c o n s i d e r a t i o n  in  the  
p r e s e n t  s e c t i o n .  The sen se  o f  th e  c o n te x t  in  which th e  t o p i c s  f u n c t io n  
shou ld  be bo rne  in  mind th ro u g h o u t :
1) The r e l a t i o n s h i p  betw een e t h i c s  and th e  s p e c u l a t i v e  
e n d e av o r :  th e o r y  and p r a c t i c e ;
2) The c o sm o lo g ic a l  background f o r  W h ite h e a d 's  e t h i c a l  
th o u g h t :  v a lu e ;
3) The s t r u c t u r e  o f  W h ite h e a d 's  e t h i c a l  th o u g h t :  u n i v e r s a l ­
i t y  and t e l e o lo g y ;
4 )  The s u b s ta n c e  o f  W h ite h e a d 's  e t h i c a l  th o u g h t :  a e s t h e t i c s  
and God.
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Each o f  t h e s e  schem a tic  d i v i s i o n s  i s  e x p la in e d  in  t u r n .
Theory and P r a c t i c e  
For W hitehead , t h e r e  i s  no d i s j u n c t i o n  betw een th e  aims o f  t h e o r e ­
t i c a l  and p r a c t i c a l  r e a s o n .  Q u i te  s im p ly ,  " th e  f u n c t io n  o f  Reason i s  to  
prom ote th e  a r t  o f  l i f e . "  (FR, p .  4 .  The i t a l i c s  a r e  in  the  o r i g i n a l . )
The l i f e  o f  r e a s o n  i s  b ased  on "a  t h r e e f o l d  u r g e :  ( i )  to  l i v e ,  ( i i )  to
l i v e  w e l l ,  ( i i i )  to  l i v e  b e t t e r ” (FR, p .  8 and p a s s im ) .  N e v e r th e le s s ,  
th e  d i s t i n c t i o n  betw een t h e o r e t i c a l  and p r a c t i c a l  r e a s o n  i s  n o t  un founded . 
The d i s t i n c t i o n  i s  sym bolized  by W hitehead i n  th e  p e rs o n s  o f  P l a t o  and 
U ly s s e s .  "The one s h a re s  Reason w i th  th e  Gods, th e  o t h e r  s h a re s  i t  w i th  
th e  fo x e s ” (FR, p .  10 ) .
P r a c t i c a l  r e a s o n  in v o lv e s  th e  a p p l i c a t i o n  o f  s u c c e s s f u l  methods 
to  s a t i s f y  im m ediate i n t e r e s t s .  S p e c u la t iv e  r e a s o n  " i s  th e  u rg e  o f  d i s i n ­
t e r e s t e d  c u r i o s i t y .  In  t h i s  f u n c t i o n  r e a s o n  s e r v e s  o n ly  i t s e l f "  (FR, p . 
3 8 ) .  In  W h ite h e a d 's  u n d e r s t a n d in g ,  th e  man who p u r su e s  th e  s p e c u l a t i v e  
l i f e  i s ,  l i k e  A r i s t o t l e ' s  spouda io s  who l e a d s  th e  b io s  t h e o r e t i k o s , i n s t a n ­
t i a t i n g  th e  good l i f e  by a t t u n i n g  h im s e l f  to  th e  b e s t  t h a t  l i f e  h as  to  
o f f e r .  N e v e r th e le s s ,  th e  a t t e m p t  " t o  l i v e  b e t t e r "  a l lo w s  no h a rd  and f a s t  
s e p a r a t i o n  betw een th e  p r a c t i c a l  and t h e o r e t i c a l  l i v e s
The whole s t o r y  o f  Solom on 's  dream s u g g e s t s  t h a t  th e  a n t i t h e s i s  
be tw een th e  two f u n c t i o n s  o f  Reason i s  n o t  so s h a rp  as  i t  seems 
a t  f i r s t  s i g h t .  The s p e c u l a t i v e  Reason p ro d u ces  t h a t  accum ula­
t i o n  o f  t h e o r e t i c a l  u n d e r s t a n d in g  which a t  c r i t i c a l  moments e n a b le s  
a t r a n s i t i o n  t o  be made toward new m e th o d o lo g ie s .  A lso  th e  d i s c o v ­
e r i e s  o f  th e  p r a c t i c a l  u n d e r s t a n d in g  p r o v id e  th e  raw m a t e r i a l  n e c ­
e s s a r y  f o r  th e  s u c c e s s  o f  th e  s p e c u l a t i v e  R eason. (FR, p .  39)
Thus, th e  e f f o r t  toward th e  b e s t  a t t a i n a b l e  l i f e  in v o lv e s  a b a la n c e d  a p p l i ­
c a t i o n  o f  th e  v a r io u s  a r t s  o f  r e a s o n in g .  Reason l i e s  a t  th e  c e n t e r  o f  the  
p u r s u i t  o f  h a p p in e s s .  I t  rem ains  to  be seen  what th e  form and s u b s ta n c e  
o f  t h i s  p u r s u i t  a r e .  A c o n s i d e r a t i o n  o f  W h ite h e a d 's  th e o ry  o f  " v a lu e "
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forms th e  n e c e s s a r y  p r e lu d e  f o r  t h i s  d i s c u s s i o n .
Value
W h ite h e a d 's  approach  to  e t h i c a l  and p o l i t i c a l  i s s u e s  i s  
governed  by h i s  u n d e rs t a n d in g  o f  " v a l u e . "  W hitehead u s e s  th e  term  
in  a number o f ,  o f t e n t im e s  ambiguous, s e n s e s .  There a r e  a t  l e a s t  two 
b a s ic  u s a g e s  t h a t  need to  be c o n s id e r e d .  F i r s t ,  W hitehead u n d e rs ta n d s  
v a lu e  as  th e  "w orld  o f  v a l u e , "  th e  c o - o r d in a t e d  r e a lm  o f  goodness  t h a t  
" e x i s t s "  a s  a complex form e t e r n a l l y  c o n s t r a i n i n g  G od 's  s u b j e c t i v e  aim 
i n  r e l a t i o n  to  th e  tem p o ra l  w orld (ESP, pp. 6 0 -7 4 ) .  Goodness f u n c t io n s  
as  th e  form under  which God i s  p reh e n d e d .  I t  i s  d i f f i c u l t  to  d i s t i n ­
g u ish  from mundane p r e h e n s io n s  o f  s p e c i f i c  i n s t a n t i a t i o n s  o f  goodness .  
C o n seq u en tly ,  we must seek  e x p e r i e n t i a l  c lu e s  to  p ro v id e  s p e c u l a t i v e  
a t t r i b u t i o n s  c o n c e rn in g  th e  t r u e  form o f  " th e  Good."
The World o f  Value i s  n o t  a s e l f - s u b s i s t e n t  r ea lm  s im ply  th e r e
f o r  G od 's  c o n te m p la t io n .  I t  in fo rm s  the  tem p o ra l  w o r ld .  Thus, i t  i s
n e c e s s a r y  to  e x p la i n  th e  meaning o f  v a lu e  i n  the  tem p o ra l  s e t t i n g .  
W hitehead co n te n d s  t h a t  r e l i g i o u s  i n t u i t i o n  r e v e a l s  t h r e e  " a l l i e d  con­
c e p t s "  which p r o v id e  i n s i g h t  i n t o  " th e  u l t i m a t e  c h a r a c t e r  o f  th e  u n i ­
v e r s e . "  These c o n c e p ts  a r e :
1. That o f  th e  v a lu e  o f  an i n d i v i d u a l  f o r  i t s e l f .
2 .  T ha t o f  th e  v a lu e  o f  th e  d i v e r s e  i n d i v i d u a l s  o f
th e  w orld  f o r  each  o t h e r .
3 .  T ha t  o f  th e  v a lu e  o f  th e  o b j e c t i v e  w orld  which 
i s  a  community d e r i v a t i v e  from th e  i n t e r r e l a t i o n s  o f  
i t s  component i n d i v i d u a l s ,  and a l s o  n e c e s s a ry  f o r  the  
e x i s t e n c e  o f  each  o f  t h e s e  i n d i v i d u a l s .  (RM, p .  58)
A l l  o f  t h e s e  c a t e g o r i e s  in v o lv e  some s o r t  o f  r e l a t i o n ,  a l th o u g h  the
f i r s t  i s  a  r e f l e x i v e  r e l a t i o n .  On th e  o t h e r  hand , W hitehead , a t  s e v e r a l
p o i n t s  in  h i s  w r i t i n g s ,  i n s i s t s  upon th e  " i n t r i n s i c "  v a lu e  o f  a c t u a l
I l l
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e n t i t i e s .  T h e r e f o r e ,  we need to  d i s t i n g u i s h  betw een i n t r i n s i c  and 
r e l a t i o n a l  v a lu e .
I n t r i n s i c  v a lu e  r e f e r s  to  the  v a lu e  an e n t i t y  would have r e g a r d ­
l e s s  o f  i t s  r e l a t i o n s  to  o t h e r  f i n i t e  a c t u a l  e n t i t i e s .  W hitehead be­
l i e v e s  t h a t  each e n t i t y  h a s  d i g n i t y  and w orth  which i s  in d ep e n d e n t  o f  
v a l u a t i o n  by o t h e r  f i n i t e  a c t u a l  e n t i t i e s  ( o r  by any o t h e r  e n t i t y  in  the  
c a se  o f  God). That d i g n i t y  and w orth  i s  r e c o g n iz e d  by an e n t i t y  in  i t s  
en joym ent o f  i t s e l f ,  i n  i t s  q u e s t  f o r  " s a t i s f a c t i o n "  and by God who lo v es  
e v e ry  a c t u a l  e n t i t y  i n  i t s e l f .  Thus, i n t r i n s i c  v a lu e  r e f e r s  to  th e  v a lu e  
an i n d i v i d u a l  h a s  f o r  i t s e l f  and f o r  God.
I n t r i n s i c  v a lu e  does n o t  e x h a u s t  th e  range  o f  v a lu e s ;  i t  c o n s t i t u t e s  
a r e l a t i v e l y  sm a l l  p o r t i o n  o f  th e  v a l u a t i o n a l  c a n v as .  Most v a lu e  i s  r e l a ­
t i o n a l .  F u r th e rm o re ,  i n t r i n s i c  v a lu e  h a s  l i t t l e  e t h i c a l  s i g n i f i c a n c e ,  
where e t h i c s  i s  u n d e rs to o d  a s  in v o lv in g  d e c i s i o n s  co n c e rn in g  how we shou ld  
a c t .  These d e c i s i o n s  i n e v i t a b l y  in v o lv e  ou r  r e l a t i o n s  to  o t h e r s .
The c e n t r a l i t y  o f  r e l a t i o n a l  v a lu e  f o r  e t h i c a l  d i s c o u r s e  in  
W h ite h e a d 's  scheme d e r i v e s  from h i s  r e j e c t i o n  o f  s u b s ta n c e  p h i lo s o p h y .
"There  i s  no e n t i t y ,  n o t  even God, 'w hich  r e q u i r e s  n o th in g  b u t  i t s e l f  
in  o r d e r  to  e x i s t ' "  (RM, p .  104). A s e l f  becomes i t s e l f  by v i r t u e  o f  i t s  
r e l a t i o n s  to  o t h e r s .  However, r e l a t i o n s  to  o t h e r s  a r e  n o t  a lw ays smooth;
r e l a t i o n a l  v a lu e  in v o lv e s  c o n f l i c t .  The most p o ig n a n t  q u e s t i o n s  o f  e t h i c s  
a r i s e  in  r e g a r d  to  r e l a t i o n a l  v a lu e .
The c h a r a c t e r  o f  v a lu e  can be c l a r i f i e d  by c o n s id e r in g  W h ite h ea d 's
4The r o l e  o f  i n t r i n s i c  v a lu e  in  W h ite h ea d 's  th o u g h t  i s  d i s c u s s e d  in  
Jude  D. W eisenbeck, A l f r e d  N orth  W h ite h ea d 's  P h i lo so p h y  o f  V alues (Waukesha, 
W isconsin :  Thomas P r e s s ,  1969), p .  168.
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u n d e rs ta n d in g  o f  the  d i s t i n c t i o n  betw een " f a c t s "  and " v a l u e s . "  W hite­
head c o n s i s t e n t l y  d e r i d e s  th e  n o t io n  o f  "mere f a c t . ” F a c ts  have no mean­
in g  a p a r t  from t h e i r  r e l a t i o n s  to  o t h e r  f a c t s ,  and th ey  c a n n o t  be u n d e r ­
s to o d  w i th o u t  r e f e r e n c e  to  t h e i r  v a lu e .  A f a c t  w i th  no im port  would 
n e v e r  be c o n c e iv e d .  W hitehead o b s e rv e s :
Those p eo p le  who i n  a h a rd -h e a d ed  way c o n f in e  t h e i r  a t t e n t i o n  
to  m a t t e r - o f - f a c t  do so by r e a s o n  o f  t h e i r  s e n se  o f  th e  impor­
ta n c e  o f  such an a t t i t u d e .  The two n o t io n s  a r e  a n t i t h e t i c a l  
and r e q u i r e  each  o t h e r .  (MT, p .  4)
In a s s e r t i n g  t h a t  the  " a n t i t h e t i c a l "  n o t io n s  o f  " m a t t e r - o f - f a c t "  and "im­
p o r ta n c e "  r e q u i r e  each o t h e r ,  W hitehead l a y s  th e  f o u n d a t io n  f o r  an u n u su a l  
th e o ry  o f  knowledge.
"S tubbo rn  f a c t "  i s  r e q u i r e d  f o r  th e o r y ;  th e  "g iv e n "  forms th e  m a te r ­
i a l  f o r  t h e o r i z i n g .  But th e o ry  ca n n o t  be d iv o rc e d  from v a lu e ,  and f a c t s  
have  no meaning a p a r t  from v a lu e .  A t t e n t io n  to  and r e c o g n i t i o n  o f  f a c t s  
r e q u i r e s  a sen se  o f  t h e i r  im p o r ta n c e .  More im p o r ta n t ly ,  the  e x i s t e n c e  o f  
f a c t s - t o - b e - f o u n d  i s  dependen t  upon v a lu e ;  r e a l i t y  and v a lu e  a r e  i n s e p a r a b l e .  
W hitehead u s e s  the  word v a lu e  t o  d e n o te  " th e  i n t r i n s i c  r e a l i t y  o f  an e v e n t ” 
(SMW, p .  9 3 ) .  The meaning o f  th e  a s s e r t i o n  i s  e l l i p t i c a l ,  b u t  a p o r t i o n  
o f  i t s  s i g n i f i c a n c e  i s  c l e a r .  W hitehead f o r c e f u l l y  r e j e c t s  th e  id e a  o f  
v a lu e s  in  a w orld  o f  f a c t s ;  f a c t s  a r e  i n g r e d i e n t s  in  a world  o f  v a lu e .
Value i s  n o t  c o n s tru e d  s t r i c t l y  i n  term s o f  c o n sc io u s  d e c i s i o n .  
W hitehead does  n o t  s h a re  the  h um an is t  p o s i t i o n  which l o c a t e s  v a lu e  s o l e l y  
in  th e  th o u g h ts  and a c t i o n s  o f  men. P u rp o s iv e  v a l u a t i o n  pe rv a d e s  n a tu r e .  
"C oncep tua l  e x p e r ie n c e  does  n o t  i n  i t s e l f  in v o lv e  c o n s c io u s n e s s ;  i t s  
e s se n c e  i s  v a lu a t io n "  (PR, p .  2 80 ) .  A l l  a c t u a l  e n t i t i e s  in c lu d in g  th o se  
which a r e  n o t  c o n s c io u s ,  a r e  p u rp o s iv e ;  th e  a c t  o f  in c lu d in g  o r  e x c lu d in g  
a l t e r n a t i v e s  from r e a l i t y  i s  endemic to  t h e i r  becoming.
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While v a l u a t i o n  i s  n o t  c o n f in e d  to  " c o g n i t i v e "  a c t i v i t y ,  the  most 
s t r i k i n g  i l l u s t r a t i o n s  o f  i t s  r o l e  in  c o n s t i t u t i n g  r e a l i t y  o c c u r  in  con­
s c io u s  d e c is io n -m a k in g .  To r e t u r n  to  Donald S h e r b u rn e 's  exam ple, c i t e d  
i n  C h ap te r  Four ,  the  bus inessm an  who p reh en d s  th e  p r o p o s i t i o n  " r e s t a u r a n t  
on t h a t  c o r n e r "  c o u ld  a l s o  p rehend  th e  p r o p o s i t i o n  "massage p a r l o r  on 
t h a t  c o r n e r . "  The d e c i s i o n s  i s s u i n g  from the  p r o p o s i t i o n s  a r e  c o n s t i t u i -  
t i v e  o f  th e  f a c t s  abou t  th e  c o r n e r .  The b u s in e s s m a n 's  v a l u a t i o n s ,  up or 
down, a r e  c a u s a l l y  r e l e v a n t  f a c t o r s  in  th e  su b seq u e n t  f a c t s .  A s o c i a l  
s c i e n t i s t  s tu d y in g  "The S o c ia l  E f f e c t s  o f  Massage P a r l o r s  in  S u n n y v i l le "  
w i l l  have d i f f e r e n t  f a c t s  s e t  b e fo r e  him depending  upon v a l u a t i o n s  t h a t  
o c c u r .
W h ite h e a d 's  em phasis  on th e  r o l e  o f  v a lu e  in  c r e a t i n g  f a c t s  shou ld  
n o t  le a d  to  th e  c o n c lu s io n  t h a t  he  i s  a d o p t in g  a s i l l y - p u t t y  th e o ry  of 
r e a l i t y .  There  i s  a s t r o n g  e lem en t  o f  e p i s t e m o lo g ic a l  r e a l i s m  in  t h i s  
th e o r y .  In d ee d ,  th e  r e a l i t y  o f  o b j e c t s  i s  e n t i r e l y  in d ep e n d e n t  o f  t h e i r  
b e in g  known. O b je c ts  o f  c o g n i t io n  a r e  e i t h e r  e t e r n a l  o b j e c t s  o r  a n te c e d e n t  
a c t u a l  e n t i t i e s .  E t e r n a l  o b j e c t s  a re  what th ey  a re  e t e r n a l l y ,  in d ep en d en t  
o f  t h e i r  i n g r e s s io n  w i t h in  a g iv en  s o c i e t y ;  a n te c e d e n t  a c t u a l  e n t i t i e s  a re  
o b j e c t i v e l y  im m orta l ,  fo reve rm ore  what they  have become and n o th in g  e l s e .  
There  a r e  no f u t u r e  f a c t s  to  be known, f o r  th e  f u t u r e  a w a i ts  d e te r m in a t io n .  
There i s  presumed to  be a n e c e s s i t y  t h a t  t h e r e  w i l l  be a f u t u r e ,  and we 
can  have some i n d u c t iv e  c o n f id e n c e  t h a t  th e  n e a r  f u tu r e  w i l l  resem ble  i t s  
im m ediate p a s t .  N o n e th e le s s ,  th e  f u t u r e  i s  n o t  t h e r e  to  be known u n t i l  
t h e  e x p e r ie n c e s  which w i l l  c o n s t i t u t e  i t  a c t u a l l y  o c c u r .  These e p is t e m o lo ­
g i c a l  c o n s t r a i n t s  app ly  even to  God. He ca n n o t  know, in  i t s  d e f i n i t e n e s s ,  
t h a t  which has n o t  o c c u r r e d ,  and He c a n n o t  know the  p a s t  in  a way t h a t  
would change it."**
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An a c t u a l  e n t i t y ,  however, can  make som eth ing  o f  th e  d a t a  i t  
r e c e i v e s .  In  a s e n s e ,  W hitehead a g re e s  w ith  K ant;  d a ta  r e c e iv e d  a r e  
o r g a n iz e d  in d ep e n d e n t  o f  t h e i r  s t r i c t l y  o b j e c t i v e  c h a r a c t e r .  The 
fu n c t io n  o f  a b s t r a c t i o n  i s  to  o r g a n iz e  d a ta  in  n o v e l  ways. W hitehead 
d e p a r t s  from Kant i n  fo u r  r e s p e c t s .  F i r s t ,  W hitehead c o n c lu d e s  t h a t  
we can know an o b j e c t ,  to  some e x t e n t ,  " i n  i t s e l f . "  We can  r e c e iv e  
i n t o  o u r  c o n s t i t u t i o n  a n te c e d e n t  f e e l i n g s  as  th e y  a r e ,  and we can 
re c o g n iz e  an e t e r n a l  o b j e c t  a s  i t  i s .  Second, o u r  a c c e s s  to  o b je c ­
t i v e  r o u t e s  o f  c a u s a l  t r a n s m is s io n  l e a d s  t o  a r e j e c t i o n  o f  " th e  Kan­
t i a n  d o c t r i n e  o f  th e  o b j e c t i v e  w orld  as  a t h e o r e t i c a l  c o n s t r u c t  from 
p u r e ly  s u b j e c t i v e  e x p e r ie n c e "  (FR, p .  x i i i ) .  T h i rd ,  t h e  o r g a n i z a t i o n  
o f  d a t a  i s  n o t  s u b j e c t  to  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  s t r i c t l y  in  term s o f  f ix e d  
c a t e g o r i e s  g o v e rn in g  th e  u n i ty  o f  a p p e r c e p t io n .  F e e l in g  and Form may 
be in t r o d u c e d  i n t o  s u b j e c t i v e  e x p e r ie n c e  in  ways t o t a l l y  un im agined .
As W hitehead n o te s  on s e v e r a l  o c c a s io n s ,  we c a n n o t  b e g in  to  im agine the  
ways i n  which " re d "  may be in t ro d u c e d  i n t o  e x p e r ie n c e ;  t h e r e f o r e ,  the  
manner in  which d a ta  a r e  r e c e iv e d  i n  t h i s  cosmic epoch shou ld  n o t  be 
c o n s t r u e d  to  a p p ly  to  a l l  cosmic e p o c h s .  The l i m i t s  o f  o u r  im agina­
t i o n  a r e  n o t  perm anent p r i s o n s  f o r  e x p e r ie n c e .  There  i s  more to  the  
w orld  th a n  tw e lv e  c a t e g o r i e s  can  h o ld .
F i n a l l y ,  W hitehead c a r r i e s  K a n t 's  r e j e c t i o n  o f  L o c k e 's  t a b u l a  
r a s a  one s t e p  f u r t h e r .  A c tu a l  e n t i t i e s  n o t  o n ly  o r g a n iz e  r e c e iv e d  
d a t a ,  th e y  p la y  a  c r e a t i v e  r o l e  in  the  t r a n s m is s io n  o f  d a t a  in  the  
w o r ld .  K an t,  l i k e  most e a r l y  modern p h i lo s o p h e r s ,  seems to  have  a c ­
c e p te d  th e  f i n a l  a p p l i c a b i l i t y  o f  th e  Newtonian cosmology to  " e x t e r n a l
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r e a l i t y . " ^  The n o t io n  t h a t  "mind" can have any r e a l  e f f i c a c y  i n  the  
p h y s i c a l  w orld  i s  f o r e i g n  to  K a n t 's  v iew . (A lthough th e  e f f i c a c y  o f  
th e  w i l l  i s  presumed to  be a n e c e s s a ry  r a t i o n a l  p r e s u p p o s i t i o n  in  
e t h i c s . )  W hitehead c o n te n d s  t h a t  th e  " d e c i s i o n s "  and " s u b j e c t i v e  
aim" o f  a c t u a l  e n t i t i e s  a r e  e f f i c a c i o u s  and t h a t  t e l e o l o g i c a l  e f f e c t s  
may be n o v e l .
W hitehead i n s i s t s  t h a t  t h e r e  a r e  l i m i t s  to  th e  "freedom " o f  
a c t u a l  e n t i t i e s .  A l l  a c t u a l  e n t i t i e s  a r e  s e l f - c r e a t e d ,  b u t  th ey  a re  
n o t  c r e a t e d  ex  n i h i l o . An a c t u a l  e n t i t y  i s  unde r  an  o b l i g a t i o n  to  tak e  
i n t o  acco u n t  a n te c e d e n t  a c t u a l i t i e s ;  an a c t u a l  e n t i t y  which f a i l e d  to  
p rehend  th e  p a s t  c o u ld  n o t  e x i s t .  F u r th e rm o re ,  th e  range  o f  e t e r n a l  
o b j e c t s  i n g r e s s i b l e  in  an a c t u a l  e n t i t y  i s  l im i t e d  by G od 's  d e c i s i o n ;  
t h e r e f o r e ,  p o s s i b i l i t i e s  a re  l i m i t e d .  A d d i t i o n a l l y ,  th e  e f f i c a c y  o f  
an a c t u a l  e n t i t y ' s  f r e e  d e c i s i o n s  i s  q u i t e  r e s t r i c t e d .  A n o v e l  d e c i ­
s io n  in t r o d u c e d  by a c t u a l  e n t i t y  X may be e f f i c a c i o u s  th ro u g h o u t  a long 
h i s t o r i c  r o u t e .  T ha t depends on th e  way i t  i s  r e c e iv e d  by su b sequen t  
a c t u a l i t i e s .  The d e c i s i o n s  o f  an a c t u a l i t y  a r e  n o t  c o e r c iv e  f o r  e x p e r ­
ie n c e s  t h a t  fo l lo w ;  p e r s u a s io n  i s  e s s e n t i a l  to  becoming i f  freedom  be 
a d m i t t e d .
The f a c t  t h a t  o u r  s u c c e s s o r s  a r e  somewhat f r e e  to  make us what 
th e y  w i l l  does  n o t  r e l i e v e  us  o f  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  r e g a r d in g  the  f u t u r e .
To p ropose  to  p o s t e r i t y  an a l t e r n a t i v e  i s  to  make o n e s e l f  r e s p o n s i b l e  
f o r  i t s  a c c e p ta n c e .  To r e j e c t  th e  p r o p o s a l s  o f  the  p a s t  i s  to  assume
5
See K ar l  R. P oppe r ,  C o n je c tu re s  and R e f u t a t i o n s :  The Growth o f  
S c i e n t i f i c  Knowledge (New York: B as ic  Books, 1962; H arper  Torchbooks,
1968), p p .  175-83. Fo r  some i n t e r e s t i n g  q u a l i f i c a t i o n s  on th e  s ta te m e n t  
above se e  R. J .  Collingw ood An E ssay  on M etaphysics  (O xford :  Oxford Uni­
v e r s i t y  P r e s s ,  1939; Gateway, 1972), pp . 325-27 .
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r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  f o r  t h e i r  d i s c o n t i n u a t i o n .
The s u b j e c t  i s  r e s p o n s i b l e  f o r  b e in g  what i t  i s  in  v i r t u e  o f  
i t s  f e e l i n g s .  I t  i s  a l s o  d e r i v a t i v e l y  r e s p o n s i b l e  f o r  the  
consequences  o f  i t s  e x i s t e n c e  be c au se  th ey  flow  from i t s  f e e l ­
i n g s .  (PR, p .  222)
In  any e v e n t ,  W hitehead r u l e s  o u t  th e  n o t io n  o f  n e u t r a l  f a c t s  and con­
s i d e r s  th e  s c h o l a r l y  p o s i t i o n  which e n d o rs e s  e x c lu s iv e  a t t e n t i o n  to  them 
an u n w a rra n te d  check  on th e  s p e c u l a t i v e  im p u lse .
The c o n c e n t r a t i o n  o f  a t t e n t i o n  upon m a t t e r - o f - f a c t  i s  the  
supremacy o f  th e  d e s e r t .  Any app roach  to  such tr ium ph bestow s 
on l e a r n i n g  a f u g i t i v e ,  and a c l o i s t e r e d  v i r t u e ,  which shuns 
em phasis  on e s s e n t i a l  c o n n e c t io n s  such  as  d i s c l o s e  th e  u n iv e r s e  
in  i t s  im pact upon i n d i v i d u a l  e x p e r i e n c e .  (MT, p .  19)
I t  rem ains  to  be seen  what s o r t  o f  e t h i c a l  em phasis  W hitehead p ro p o se s
as  an a l t e r n a t i v e .
The Form o f  E t h i c a l  Judgment 
W hitehead n ev e r  s p e c i f i e s  th e  type  o f  s t r u c t u r e  o f  e t h i c a l  th e o ry  
to  which he i s  a t t r a c t e d .  N e v e r th e l e s s ,  th e  g e n e r a l  form o f  h i s  e t h i c a l  
th in k in g  can be a b s t r a c t e d  from h i s  work. T h is  a b s t r a c t i o n  can be accom­
p l i s h e d  u n d e r  two h e a d in g s :  u n i v e r s a l i t y  and t e l e o lo g y .
U n i v e r s a l i t y
W h ite h e a d 's  comments on Kant n o rm a l ly  a d d re s s  e p i s t e m o lo g ic a l  
i s s u e s ,  h i g h l i g h t i n g  th e  d i s c r e p a n c i e s  and ag reem en ts  o f  th e  two t h e o r i e s  
in  t h i s  a r e a .  W hitehead seldom r e f e r s  to  K a n t 's  e t h i c a l  w r i t i n g s .  Never­
t h e l e s s ,  t h e r e  i s  a  p assag e  w hich—w h ile  n o t  s p e c i f i c a l l y  r e f e r r i n g  to  
Kant— p o i n t s  t o  an im p o r ta n t  a r e a  o f  ag reem en t  between th e  two p h i lo s o p h e r s .
The r a t i o n a l  s a t i s f a c t i o n  o r  d i s s a t i s f a c t i o n  in  r e s p e c t  to  any 
p a r t i c u l a r  happen ing  depends upon an i n t u i t i o n  which i s  c a p a b le  
o f  b e in g  u n i v e r s a l i z e d .  T h is  u n i v e r s a l i z a t i o n  o f  what i s  d i s ­
c e rn e d  i n  a p a r t i c u l a r  i n s t a n c e  i s  th e  a p p e a l  to  a  g e n e r a l  c h a r ­
a c t e r  i n h e r e n t  in  th e  n a tu r e  o f  t h i n g s .  (RM, p .  65)
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U n i v e r s a l i z a b i l i t y  i s  th e  p r im a ry  c o n d i t i o n  and f e a t u r e  o f  K a n t 's  famous 
" c a t e g o r i c a l  im p e ra t iv e "  which h o ld s  t h a t  one shou ld  " a c t  o n ly  a c c o rd in g  
to  t h a t  maxim by which you can a t  th e  same tim e w i l l  t h a t  i t  sh ou ld  b e ­
come a  u n i v e r s a l  la w ."^  There a r e  v a r i a t i o n s  o f  the  im p e r a t iv e ,  b u t  th e  
u n i v e r s a l  a p p l i c a t i o n  o f  maxims to  a l l  " r a t i o n a l "  b e in g s  i s  c e n t r a l  to  a l l  
f o r m u la t io n s .  W h ite h e a d 's  f a i t h  i n  r e a s o n  l e a d s  him to  a c c e p t  u n i v e r s a l ­
i t y  a s  a n e c e s s a r y ,  b u t  n o t  s u f f i c i e n t ,  c o n d i t i o n  f o r  m o r a l i t y  and c i v i l ­
i z e d  r e l i g i o n .
N e v e r th e le s s ,  W hitehead would n o t  go a l l  t h e  way i n  a c c e p t in g  K a n t 's  
d e o n to l o g ic a l  e t h i c .  The " a p p e a l  to  a  g e n e r a l  c h a r a c t e r  i n h e r e n t  in  the  
n a tu r e  o f  t h in g s "  l i n k s  W h ite h e a d 's  u n d e rs ta n d in g  o f  e t h i c s  to  cosmology, 
and t h i s  i s  f o r e i g n  to  K a n t 's  a p p ro a c h .  I n  l i n k in g  e t h i c s  to  cosmology, 
W hitehead r e t u r n s  to  the  c l a s s i c a l  t e l e o lo g ic a l /e u d a e m o n ic  approach  to  the  
good l i f e  r e p r e s e n t e d  by A r i s t o t l e . ^
T e leo lo g y
A t e l e o l o g i c a l  o r  u t i l i t a r i a n  e t h i c  r e q u i r e s  t h a t  th e  r i g h t n e s s  o f
an a c t  ( o r  s e l e c t e d  means to  an end) be judged  by the  consequences  o f  the
a c t .  An a c t  i s  r i g h t  to  th e  e x t e n t  t h a t  i t s  r e s u l t s  a r e  " g o o d ."  G. E.
Moore h a s  i n s i s t e d  t h a t  a u t i l i t a r i a n  th e o ry  o f  r i g h t n e s s  need n o t  ( in d e e d ,
8f o r  Moore, c a n n o t)  be i d e n t i f i e d  w i th  " h a p p i n e s s . "  N e v e r th e le s s ,
Icm anuel K ant, F o u n d a t io n s  o f  th e  M etaphys ics  o f  M ora ls ,  t r a n s .
Lewis W hite Beck (New York: B o b b s - M e r r i l l ,  1959), p .  39.
^See A r i s t o t l e ,  Nicomachean E t h i c s ; S t .  Thomas A qu inas ,  SG, I I I ;
John  S t u a r t  M i l l ,  U t i l i t a r i a n i s m  ( i n  v a r i o u s  e d i t i o n s ) .
g
G. E. Moore, E th ic s  (New York: Oxford U n i v e r s i ty  P r e s s ,  1912; Galaxy, 
1965), pp. 3 -3 2 .  See a l s o  G. E. Moore, P r i n c i p i a  E th ic a  (Cambridge: Cam­
b r id g e  U n i v e r s i t y  P r e s s ,  1903).
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W hitehead works w i t h in  th e  t r a d i t i o n  t h a t  e x te n d s  from A r i s t o t l e  
th ro u g h  A quinas and M i l l ,  and b a s e s  h i s  app roach  upon a  f u s i o n  o f  
t e l e o lo g y  and eudaemonism.
W hitehead i s  fac e d  w i th  a p rob lem  p e r e n n i a l l y  a s s o c i a t e d  w ith  
t h e o r i e s  o f  t h i s  s o r t .  H is r e c o g n i t i o n  o f  th e  problem  r e v e a l s  th e  b a s ic  
s t r u c t u r e  o f  h i s  c o n c e r n s .  The p rob lem  in v o lv e s  th e  n e c e s s i t y  o f  s q u a r in g  
th e  c o n d i t i o n  o f  u n i v e r s a l i z a t i o n  w i th  th e  c o n f l i c t i n g  c la im s  f o r  s a t i s ­
f a c t i o n  among s e l f - r e g a r d i n g  i n d i v i d u a l s .  Indeed , some c r i t i c s  have con­
tended  t h a t  W h ite h e a d 's  app roach  to  e t h i c s  i s  b a s i c a l l y  one o f  s e l f - r e g a r d -
9m g  p u r s u i t  o f  s a t i s f a c t i o n .  W hitehead , how ever, r e p u d i a t e s  t h i s  c la im .
W h ite h e a d 's  commitment t o  r e a s o n  p r e c lu d e s  u l t i m a t e  and i n e v i t a b l e
d isharm ony i n  a l l  s p h e re s ,  i n c l u d in g  m o r a l i t y .  W h ite h e a d 's  s o l u t i o n  to
th e  p u r p o r te d  d isharm ony betw een i n d i v i d u a l  and g e n e r a l  i n t e r e s t s  i s  to
a s s e r t  t h a t  th e  two c o in c i d e .  W hitehead a s s e r t s  t h a t
m o r a l i t y  o f  o u t lo o k  i s  i n s e p a r a b ly  c o n jo in e d  w i th  g e n e r a l i t y  o f
o u t lo o k .  The a n t i t h e s i s  be tw een  th e  g e n e r a l  good and th e  i n d i ­
v i d u a l  i n t e r e s t  can  be a b o l i s h e d  o n ly  when th e  i n d i v i d u a l  i s  such 
t h a t  i t s  i n t e r e s t  i s  th e  g e n e r a l  good, th u s  e x e m p lify in g  th e  l o s s  
o f  th e  m inor i n t e n s i t i e s  i n  o r d e r  to  f i n d  them a g a in  w i th  f i n e r  
co m p o s i t io n  i n  a w id e r  sweep o f  i n t e r e s t .  (PR, p .  15)
But what a s s u r a n c e  do we have t h a t  o u r  i n t e r e s t s  w i l l  c o in c id e  w i th  the
g e n e r a l  good when we w i tn e s s  so much b a s i c  c o n f l i c t  i n  human l i f e ?  W hite­
h e a d ' s  answer must be p ie c e d  t o g e t h e r  from s c a t t e r e d  r e f e r e n c e s ,  b u t  the  
key seems to  l i e  i n  h i s  p h i lo s o p h y  o f  i d e n t i t y .  The a p p a re n t  c o n f l i c t
9T h is  c la im  i s  r e j e c t e d  in  Lynne B e l a i e f ,  "W hitehead and P r i v a t e -  
I n t e r e s t  T h e o r i e s , "  E t h i c s , 76, 1965-1966, 277-86 . See a l s o  Howard P r e s s ,  
"W h iteh e a d 's  E th ic  o f  P e e l i n g , "  E t h i c s , 81 , 1971, 161-68 . Both B e l a i e f  and 
P r e s s  m en t io n ,  in  p a s s in g ,  th e  s i m i l a r i t y  betw een th e  e t h i c a l  p o s i t i o n s  o f  
W hitehead and S p in o z a ,  a  com parison  t h a t  perhapB c o u ld  o c c a s io n  a v a lu a b le  
monograph.
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betw een i n d i v i d u a l  i n t e r e s t  and the  common good r e s u l t s  from the  f a l l a c y  
o f  m isp la c e d  c o n c r e t e n e s s ;  th e  " in d i v id u a l s , "  i . e .  human b e in g s ,  whose " i n ­
t e r e s t s "  a r e  f a l s e l y  a s s e r t e d  a r e  n o t  i n d i v i d u a l s  a t  a l l .
An a c t u a l  e n t i t y  i s  n o t  s im p ly  s e l f  r e g a r d in g .  F i r s t ,  th e  q u a l i t y  
o f  e x p e r ie n c e  X i s  dependen t upon the  q u a l i t y  o f  i t s  a n te c e d e n t  e n v iro n m en t .  
An a c t u a l  e n t i t y  must make use  o f  the  d a t a  which i s  t h e r e  to  p reh e n d .  I t  
h a s  some c o n t r o l  o v e r  what d a t a  i s  r e c e iv e d  and how i t  i s  r e c e iv e d ,  b u t  
g e n e r a l l y  s p e a k in g ,  a d v e r s iv e  d a t a  makes f o r  bad e x p e r i e n c e s .
Second, and more im p o r ta n t ly ,  an a c t u a l  e n t i t y  i s  f u t u r e  r e g a r d in g .
W hitehead i d e n t i f i e s  t h i s  p r o p e n s i ty  w i th  " a p p e t i t i o n . "
A p p e t i t io n  i s  imm ediate m a t t e r  o f  f a c t  i n c lu d in g  i n  i t s e l f  a 
p r i n c i p l e  o f  u n r e s t ,  i n v o lv in g  r e a l i z a t i o n  o f  what i s  n o t  and may 
b e .  The im m ediate o c c a s io n  th e re b y  c o n d i t i o n s  c r e a t i v i t y  so as  
t o  p r o c u r e ,  i n  th e  f u t u r e ,  p h y s i c a l  r e a l i z a t i o n  o f  i t s  m en ta l  
p o l e ,  a c c o rd in g  to  v a r io u s  v a l u a t i o n s  i n h e r e n t  in  i t s  v a r io u s  con­
c e p tu a l  p r e h e n s io n s .  A l l  p h y s ic a l  e x p e r ie n c e  i s  accompanied by an
a p p e t i t e  f o r ,  o r  a g a i n s t ,  i t s  c o n t in u a n c e :  an example i s  the
a p p e t i t i o n  o f  s e l f - p r e s e r v a t i o n .  (PR, p .  32 ;  c f .  FR, pp . 33-34)
The p r e s e n c e  o f  a p p e t i t i o n  means t h a t  s e l f - e n jo y m e n t  i s  n o t  c o n f in e d  to
a f l e e t i n g  moment o f  p l e a s u r e .  A c tu a l  e n t i t i e s  d e s i r e  the  s e l f - r e a l i z a t i o n
o f  e x p e r ie n c e s  which l i e  beyond. P a r t  o f  th e  jo y  o f  e x p e r ie n c e  l i e s  in  th e
c o n t r i b u t i o n  t h a t  can be made to  the  h i s t o r i c  r o u t e s  to  which an e n t i t y ' s
f u t u r e  b e lo n g s .  A s e l f  i s  n o t  f u l l y  s a t i s f i e d  w i th o u t  th e  c o n v ic t io n  t h a t
i t  can c o n t r i b u t e  to  a l a r g e r  env ironm en t.
These d o c t r i n e s  can be i l l u s t r a t e d  w i th  r e f e r e n c e  to  an a e s t h e t i c /  
e t h i c a l  a c t  which i s  c e n t r a l  to  much human e x p e r ie n c e :  the  sex  a c t .  Dur­
ing  th e  a c t  o f  s e x u a l  u n io n  t h e r e  a r e  innum erab le  moments o f  en joym ent.
Each moment i s  an  a e s t h e t i c  s y n t h e s i s  which i s  s a t i s f y i n g  i n  i t s e l f  and 
which b u i l d s  upon p re v io u s  moments o f  e x p e r ie n c e .  But th e  f u l f i l l m e n t  o f  
each moment in v o lv e s  th e  d e s i r e  f o r  g r e a t e r  i n t e n s i t i e s  in  su cceed in g  mo­
m en ts .  Even a t  th e  moment o f  c l im a x ,  th e  d e s i r e  to  f u l f i l l  th e  f u t u r e
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rem ains  b o th  f o r  th e  p e r s o n a l  ( s e r i a l l y  o r d e r e d )  moments o f  e x p e r ie n c e  
we c a l l  ou r  " s e l f "  and th e  moments o f  e x p e r ie n c e  o f  th e  "one"  w i th  whom 
we a re  u n i t e d .
H e d o n i s t i c  d o c t r i n e s  b u i l d  upon a f a l s e  a b s t r a c t i o n  c a l l e d  " th e  
s e l f . "  " P e r s o n a l  i d e n t i t y "  in  th e  m acro-cosm ic  p r o c e s s  i s ,  i n  W h ite h e a d 's  
th e o ry ,  th e  p ro d u c t  o f  s u c c e s s iv e  e x p e r i e n c e s ,  n o t  th e  s u b s t a n t i v a l  s u b je c t  
o f  e x p e r i e n c e .  A m ic ro -cosm ic  s e l f — an a c t u a l  e n t i t y — alw ays d e s i r e s  
t r a n s c e n d e n t  f u l f i l l m e n t  th rough  a p p e t i t i o n .
There i s ,  however, sound b a s i s  f o r  th e  a b s t r a c t i o n s  r e l a t i n g  to  
" s e l f i s h n e s s "  u n d e rs to o d ,  to  u se  A u g u s t in e ’ s te rm , as  amor s u i , and th e r e  
i s  e q u a l ly  sound b a s i s  f o r  c r i t i c i s i n g  th e  advocacy  o f  such s e l f - l o v e .  
F u n d am en ta lly ,  h e d o n i s t i c  s e l f - l o v e  i s  s t u p i d .  The a t t e m p t  to  be a b e in g  
who needs n o th in g  e x c e p t  i t s e l f  i n  o r d e r  to  e x i s t ,  d im in is h e s  th e  p o te n ­
t i a l i t y  o f  en joym ent a v a i l a b l e  to  o n e s e l f  (w i th  " s e l f "  u n d e rs to o d  e i t h e r  
as  a s i n g l e  moment o f  e x p e r ie n c e  o r  a s  a p e r s o n a l  s o c i e t y ) .  C o n s id e r  the  
k in d  o f  " p e rso n "  who c o n s t a n t l y  i n s i s t s  on h i s  o r  h e r  own enjoym ent to  the  
e x c lu s io n  o f  a l l  e l s e .  These p e o p le  a re  bound, soone r  o r  l a t e r ,  to  a l i e n a t e  
th o se  e le m en ts  o f  th e  env ironem en t  upon which t h e i r  h a p p in e s s  dep en d s .
Even i f  they  s t e a l  a moment o f  p l e a s u r e  h e r e  and t h e r e ,  th e  p l e a s u r e  they  
a t t a i n  i s  m inim al in  com parison  to  th e  jo y s  o f  e x p e r ie n c e  th ey  cou ld  have 
ch o sen .  W ithout a w id e r  env ironm en t upon which to  b u i l d  h a p p in e s s  a s e l f  
w i l l  a lw ays s u f f e r  l o s s e s  i t  need  n o t  i n c u r .
The S u b s tan ce  o f  E t h i c a l  Judgment
Having a s s o c i a t e d  W hitehead ’ s e t h i c a l  p o s i t i o n  w i th  th e  u n i v e r s a l  
p u r s u i t  o f  h a p p in e s s ,  th e  n a tu r e  o f  h a p p in e s s  rem ains  to  be c o n s id e r e d .
Where do ou r  t r u e  i n t e r e s t s  l i e ?  How do we f in d  o u r  way in  a w orld  f i l l e d
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w i th  d i f f i c u l t  d e c i s i o n s ?  The s u b s ta n c e  o f  W h ite h ea d 's  e t h i c a l  th o ugh t  
can be a n a ly z e d  by n o t in g  i t s  t h e o c e n t r i c  c h a r a c t e r  and i t s  g round ing  in  
a e s t h e t i c s .
God and th e  Moral O rder
The a s s o c i a t i o n  o f  e t h i c s  w i th  God i s  drawn on s e v e r a l  o c c a s io n s
by Whitehead. Indeed, the t i t l e  o f  t h i s  su b se c t io n  (and a p or t ion  o f  the
c h a p t e r ' s  t i t l e )  i s  drawn from one o f  W h ite h e a d 's  subhead ings  (RM, pp. 91-
9 6 ) .  In  a s e n s e ,  W h ite h e a d 's  approach  to  e t h i c s  a c c o rd s  w ith  t h a t  o f  the
A th en ian  s t r a n g e r  who c o n te n d s  t h a t
n o th in g  i s  c r e a t e d  e x c ep t  to  p ro v id e  th e  e n t i r e  u n iv e r s e  
w i th  a l i f e  o f  p r o s p e r i t y .  You f o r g e t  t h a t  c r e a t i o n  i s  "OJq 
f o r  your b e n e f i t :  you e x i s t  f o r  th e  sake  o f  th e  u n i v e r s e .
Of c o u r s e ,  th e  a l t e r n a t i v e s  o f  th e  u n iv e r s e  e x i s t i n g  f o r  me and my e x i s t ­
ing  f o r  th e  u n i v e r s e  a r e  n o t  m u tu a l ly  e x c l u s i v e .  W h ite h e a d 's  cosmology 
encompasses b o th  v iew s .
Whitehead does not l ik e  the view th a t  r ig h tn e s s  i s  a c t in g  in con­
form ity  w ith  the w i l l  o f  God. He remarks that
in  a communal r e l i g i o n  you s tu d y  th e  w i l l  o f  God in  o r d e r  t h a t  
he may p r e s e r v e  you; i n  a p u r i f i e d  r e l i g i o n ,  r a t i o n a l i z e d  under 
th e  i n f l u e n c e  o f  th e  w o r ld -c c n c e p t ,  you s tu d y  h i s  goodness in  
o r d e r  to  be l i k e  him . I t  i s  th e  d i f f e r e n c e  betw een th e  enemy you 
c o n c i l i a t e  and th e  companion whom you i m i t a t e .  (RM, p .  40)
W hitehead's r e s i s t a n c e  to  the t r a d i t io n a l  con cep tion s  o f  the w i l l  o f
God d e r i v e s  from  h i s  r e v u l s i o n  f o r  the  d i v in e  d e s p o t  image. N e v e r th e le s s ,
he seems to  a s s im i l a t e  r ig h t  a c t s  to  God's s u b je c t iv e  aim as i t  operates
i n  th e  tem p o ra l  w o r ld .
One would n a t u r a l l y  e x p e c t  a t h e o c e n t r i c  em phasis  in  W h ite h ea d 's
e t h i c a l  t h e o r i e s ,  c o n s id e r in g  h i s  s t r e s s  on r e l i g i o u s  i n t e r e s t s .  The
^ P l a t o ,  The Laws 10, 903, t r a n s . T revor  J .  Saunders (New York: 
P engu in ,  1970), p .  437 .
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c o n n e c t io n  o f  r e l i g i o n  w i th  a l l  a s p e c t s  o f  p h i lo s o p h y  i s  i n d i c a t e d  in  h i s  
rem ark  t h a t  " s c i e n c e  su g g e s te d  a cosmology; and w h a tev er  s u g g e s t s  a  c o s ­
mology, s u g g e s t s  a r e l i g i o n "  (RM, p .  13 6 ) .  G od 's  c e n t r a l  r o l e  i s  borne  
o u t  in  W h ite h ea d 's  cosmology.
God p r o v id e s  th e  " i n i t i a l  aim" f o r  a l l  o t h e r  a c t u a l  e n t i t i e s ;  
t h e r e f o r e ,  t r a n s c e n d e n t  d e c i s i o n  i s  a lw ays in v o lv e d  i n  f i n i t e  d e c i s i o n .
The c o o r d i n a t i o n  o f  th e  u n iv e r s e  i s  governed  by G od 's  c o n seq u e n t  n a tu r e ;  
w i th o u t  God t h e r e  would be no r e a l i z a t i o n  o f  v a lu e .  God i s  the  n e c e s s a ry  
c o n d i t i o n  f o r  th e  a t t a in m e n t  o f  f i n i t e  p e r f e c t i o n s .  There i s  none g r e a t e r  
th an  God because  He i s  th e  o n ly  e n t i t y  who n e c e s s a r i l y  e x i s t s ,  th e  ground 
f o r  a l l  p e r f e c t i o n s  and th e  h i g h e s t  i n s t a n c e  o f  r e a l i t y .  A l l  " r e a s o n s , "  
a l l  v a lu e s ,  a l l  p e r f e c t i o n s  f low  from G od 's  aim toward th e  b e s t  harmony 
a t t a i n a b l e  w i t h in  a  g iv e n  s i t u a t i o n .  God a t t e m p ts  to  p e rsu a d e  a c t u a l  en­
t i t i e s  t o  p roduce  the  f i n e s t  r e s o l u t i o n  o f  c o n f l i c t i n g  d e c i s i o n s  p o s s ib l e  
f o r  a g iv en  f i n i t e  c o n te x t .
G od 's  s u b j e c t i v e  aim, a s  i t  o p e r a t e s  in  th e  tem p o ra l  w or ld ,  i s  
d i r e c t e d  toward th e  a t t a in m e n t  o f  harmony and v a lu e .  As th e  p r i n c i p l e  o f  
l i m i t a t i o n ,  he  p r o v id e s  th e  bu lw ark  a g a i n s t  "an a rc h y "  (RM, pp . 9 1 -9 2 ) .
In  s e ek in g  th e  harm onious r e l a t i o n s  o f  th e  b e s t  a t t a i n a b l e  o r d e r ,  God 
m ust a t t e m p t  to  overcome " e v i l . "  E v i l  i s  p o s s ib l e  and needs  to  be o v e r ­
come because  W h ite h e a d 's  m e tap h y s ic  r e j e c t s  "com ple te  d e te rm in ism "  in  fa v o r  
o f  " c r e a t i v e  i n d e t e r m in a t io n "  (RM, p .  9 2 ) .  For what does God s t r i v e ?
"The p u rpose  o f  God i s  th e  a t t a in m e n t  o f  v a lu e  in  th e  tem pora l  w orld "  (RM, 
p .  9 7 ) .  And how i s  t h i s  a t t a in m e n t  m easured? For W hitehead , no l e s s  th an  
P l a t o ,  God i s  th e  supreme m easure  o f  th e  Good in  th e  tem p o ra l  w o r ld .  "God 
i s  th e  m easure o f  th e  a e s t h e t i c  c o n s i s t e n c y  o f  th e  w o r ld "  (RM, p .  9 6 ) .
Thus, th e  c r i t e r i a  f o r  judgment s e t  b e fo r e  man a r e  a e s t h e t i c ;  t h e r e f o r e
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th e  f u s io n  o f  e t h i c s  and a e s t h e t i c s  in  W h ite h e a d 's  th e o r y  r e q u i r e s  con­
s i d e r a t i o n  .
B eauty  and Goodness
In  s e ek in g  to  conform  o u r s e lv e s  w ith  G od 's  aim tow ard c r e a t i v e  h a r ­
mony, we a r e  l e f t  to  wonder how we a re  to  know what God e x p e c t s  o f  u s .
As n o ted  e a r l i e r ,  th e  form o f  the  Good, a s  opposed to  s p e c i f i c  i n j u n c t i o n s  
from b u rn in g  b u s h e s ,  i s  d i s c o v e re d  in  e x p e r i e n t i a l  c lu e s  p r o v id in g  specu ­
l a t i v e  a t t r i b u t i o n s  c o n c e rn in g  th e  t r u e  form o f  th e  Good. T r a d i t i o n a l l y ,  
th e  c lu e s  c o n c e rn in g  th e  Good have been found i n  th e  e x p e r ie n c e s  o f  du ty  
i n  fo l lo w in g  m oral  c o d e s .  W hitehead m i s t r u s t s  th e s e  c lu e s  because  he f e e l s  
( f o r  r e a s o n s  d i s c u s s e d  l a t e r )  t h a t  s t r i c t n e s s  in  fo l lo w in g  codes o f  m ora ls  
can be " e v i l "  (RM, p .  9 5 ) .
W hitehead f in d s  h i s  c lu e s  f o r  the  n a tu r e  o f  goodness  in  a e s t h e t i c  
e x p e r i e n c e .
P h i lo s o p h ic  th o u g h t  h a s  to  s t a r t  from some l im i t e d  s e c t i o n  o f  
o u r  e x p e r ie n c e  . . . .
My own b e l i e f  i s  t h a t  a t  p r e s e n t  th e  most n e g le c t e d ,  s t a r t ­
ing  p o i n t  i s  t h a t  s e c t i o n  o f  v a lu e  th e o ry  which we te rm  a e s t h e ­
t i c s .  Our en joym ent o f  th e  v a lu e s  o f  human a r t ,  o r  o f  n a t u r a l  
b e a u ty ,  ou r  h o r r o r  a t  th e  obv ious v u l g a r i t i e s  and d e facem en ts  
which f o r c e  th em se lv es  upon u s — a l l  th e s e  modes o f  e x p e r ie n c e  
a r e  s u f f i c i e n t l y  a b s t r a c t e d  to  be r e l a t i v e l y  o b v io u s .  And y e t  
e v i d e n t l y  th ey  d i s c l o s e  the  v e ry  meaning o f  t h i n g s .  (ESP, p .  98)
W hitehead n o t e s  t h a t  an i n v e s t i g a t i o n  alw ays r e t a i n s  th e  t a i n t  o f  i t s  s t a r t ­
in g  p o i n t ,  and h i s  p h i lo s o p h y  i s  no e x c e p t io n .  In  th e  f i n a l  a n a l y s i s  " th e  
Good" c o l l a p s e s  w i th  " th e  B e a u t i f u l "  f o r  W hitehead . E i t h e r  t h e r e  i s  
no d i s t i n c t i o n  betw een them ,o r  th e  Good i s  a s u b c a te g o ry  o f  th e  B e a u t i f u l .
In  W h ite h ea d 's  u n d e rs ta n d in g  o f  the  Good and th e  R ig h t ,  " r i g h t  by n a tu r e "  
o n ly  can  mean a e s t h e t i c a l l y  r i g h t .  W hitehead makes t h i s  p o in t  e x p l i c i t  in  
one o f  h i s  r a r e  comments on K a n t 's  e t h i c s .  W h ite h ea d 's
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l i n e  o f  th o u g h t  e x te n d s  K a n t 's  a rgum ent. [Kant] saw the  
n e c e s s i t y  f o r  God in  th e  m oral o r d e r .  But w i th  h i s  m etaphy­
s i c s  he r e j e c t e d  th e  argument from th e  cosmos. The m eta­
p h y s i c a l  d o c t r i n e ,  h e re  expounded, f i n d s  th e  fo u n d a t io n s  o f  
th e  w orld  in  th e  a e s t h e t i c  e x p e r i e n c e ,  r a t h e r  th a n — as w ith  
Kant— i n  th e  c o g n i t i v e  and c o n c e p t iv e  e x p e r i e n c e .  A l l  o r d e r  
i s  t h e r e f o r e  a e s t h e t i c  o r d e r ,  and th e  m oral  o r d e r  i s  m ere ly  
c e r t a i n  a s p e c t s  o f  a e s t h e t i c  o r d e r .  The a c t u a l  w orld  i s  th e
outcome o f  t h e  a e s t h e t i c  o r d e r .  And th e  a e s t h e t i c  o r d e r  i s
d e r iv e d  from th e  immanence o f  God. (RM, p . 101)
Thus, f o r  W hitehead , th e  Good i s  a e s t h e t i c a l l y  grounded in  G od 's  aim and
t e l e o l o g i c a l l y  i n s t a n t i a t e d  in  th e  p u rp o s iv e  a c t i v i t y  o f  f i n i t e  a c t u a l  en­
t i t i e s .  For W hitehead , c r e a t i v i t y  " i s  th e  u n i v e r s a l  o f  u n i v e r s a l s  c h a ra c ­
t e r i z i n g  u l t i m a t e  m a t t e r  o f  f a c t "  (PR, p .  2 1 ) .  Along w i th  "many" and "one" 
i t  c o n s t i t u t e s  " th e  u l t i m a t e . "  These term s he t a k e s  to  be synonymous w ith  
" th ing ', '  "b e in g "  and " e n t i t y . "  C o n se q u e n tly ,  a e s t h e t i c  term s l i e  a t  the  
h e a r t  o f  W h ite h e a d 's  th e o ry  o f  r e a l i t y .  C r e a t i v i t y  in v o lv e s  the  se a rc h  
f o r  nove l  i n t e n s i t i e s  o f  e x p e r ie n c e .  A e s th e t i c  e x p e r ie n c e  must be nove l 
b e c au se  en joym ent c a n n o t  be c o n f in e d  to  th e  e n d le s s  r e p t i t i o n  o f  one 
c h o rd ,  and i t  must be i n t e n s e  because  music which evokes no em otion  i s  
a e s t h e t i c a l l y  w o r t h l e s s .
A e s t h e t i c  e x p e r ie n c e  in v o lv e s  the  t r a n s m u ta t io n  o f  th e  many i n to
th e  one and th e  one i n t o  the  many. Each a c t u a l  e n t i t y  i s  th e  one which
s y n th e s i z e s  th e  d a t a  from i t s  p a s t  i n t o  a u n i t y  and in  tu r n  becomes a datum 
f o r  new s y n th e s e s .  While each  s y n th e s i s  qua s e l f - e n jo y m e n t  i s  e q u a l ly  
( i n t r i n s i c a l l y )  v a l u a b l e ,  n o t  a l l  s y n th e s e s  a t t a i n  th e  same r e l a t i o n a l  
v a lu e .  A e s t h e t i c  v a lu e  i s  g ra d e d .
At th e  c o re  o f  a e s t h e t i c  v a lu e  i s  u n i t y  in  d i v e r s i t y ;  b e a u ty  r e ­
q u i r e s  u n i t y  and c o n t r a s t .
The b i r t h  o f  a new a e s t h e t i c  e x p e r ie n c e  depends upon the  m a in te n ­
ance  o f  two p r i n c i p l e s  by th e  c r e a t i v e  p u rp o se .
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1. The nove l  c o n seq u e n t  must be g raded  in  r e f e r e n c e  so as  to  
p r e s e r v e  some i d e n t i t y  o f  c h a r a c t e r  w i th  th e  ground.
2. The n o v e l  c o n seq u e n t  must be g raded  in  r e l e v a n c e  so as  to  
p r e s e r v e  some c o n t r a s t  w i th  th e  ground in  r e s p e c t  t o  t h a t  same 
i d e n t i t y  o f  c h a r a c t e r .
These two p r i n c i p l e s  a r e  d e r iv e d  from th e  d o c t r i n e  t h a t  an a c t u a l  
f a c t  i s  a f a c t  o f  a e s t h e t i c  e x p e r ie n c e .  A l l  a e s t h e t i c  e x p e r ie n c e  
i s  f e e l i n g  a r i s i n g  o u t  o f  th e  r e a l i z a t i o n  o f  c o n t r a s t  under  i d e n t i t y .  
(RM, p .  I l l )
I t  f o l lo w s  t h a t  c o n s c io u s  e x p e r ie n c e  i s  o f  a h ig h e r  g rad e  than  u n c o n sc io u s  
e x p e r i e n c e .  C o n sc io u sn ess  depends upon an e x p l i c i t  f e e l i n g  o f  the  n e g a t io n  
a f f i r m a t i o n  c o n t r a s t .  However, c o n sc io u s  e x p e r ie n c e  i s  grounded in  uncon­
s c io u s  e x p e r ie n c e  and dependen t  upon i t .  T h e r e f o r e ,  th e  h i g h e s t  g rad e s  
o f  e x p e r ie n c e  a r e  r e l i a n t  upon th e  q u a l i t y  o f  t h e i r  r e l a t i o n s  w ith  lower 
g r a d e s .
The t e l e o l o g i c a l  c h a r a c t e r  o f  a e s t h e t i c / e t h i c a l  d e c i s i o n  sh o u ld  now 
be c l e a r .  I f  th e  g e n e r a l  aim o f  the  u n iv e r s e  i s  th e  a t t a in m e n t  o f  b e a u ty ,  
th e  g e n e r a l  aim o f  any a c t u a l  e n t i t y  i s  b e a u ty ,  and s p e c i f i c  aims a r e  subo r  
d in a t e d  to  th e  g e n e r a l  aim.
W h ite h e a d 's  em phasis on th e  a e s t h e t i c  g round ing  o f  e t h i c a l  ju d g ­
ments does  n o t  p la c e  him w ho lly  a t  odds w i th  th e  d r iv e  toward m oral  c o d e s .  
Q u ite  n a t u r a l l y ,  m ora l  i n s i g h t s  a re  e x p re s se d  in  codes t h a t  s t a b i l i z e  
judgm ent. W hitehead f e e l s  t h a t  such codes a re  j u s t i f i e d  on u t i l i t a r i a n  
g ro u n d s .  I t  i s  n o t  a lw ays p o s s i b l e  to  ag o n iz e  th rough  a d i f f i c u l t  d e c i s i o n  
and r e a d i l y  a c c e s s i b l e  r u l e s  o f  judgment a r e  o f t e n  d e s i r a b l e  in  m o ra ls  and 
law.
N e v e r th e le s s ,  W hitehead b e l i e v e s  t h a t  we can la y  too  much s t r e s s  
on m oral  d u ty  and codes o f  b e h a v io r .  He i l l u s t r a t e s  h i s  h e s i t a n c y  to  r e l y  
on m o r a l iz in g  r u l e s  w i th  r e f e r e n c e  to  a pe rfo rm ance  o f  "Carmen" which he 
a t t e n d e d  w i th  a te n  y e a r  o ld  f r i e n d  and h e r  g r e a t - a u n t .  The l i t t l e  g i r l
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asked h e r  a u n t  w h e th e r  " th o s e  were r e a l l y  good p e o p le"?  W hitehead
and th e  a u n t  s id e s te p p e d  th e  q u e s t i o n ,  b u t  W hitehead l a t e r  drew some
g e n e ra l  c o n c lu s io n s  c o n c e rn in g  i t .
Our en joym ent in  th e  t h e a t r e  was i r r e l e v a n t  to  m ora l  con­
s i d e r a t i o n s  a p p l i e d  to  the  p e rfo rm a n c e .  Of c o u rs e  sm ugglers  
a re  naugh ty  p e o p le ,  and Carmen i s  c a r e f r e e  a s  to  n i c e t i e s  o f  
b e h a v io u r .  But w h i le  th ey  a r e  s in g in g  t h e i r  p a r t s  and danc­
ing  on s t a g e ,  m ora ls  v a n is h  and b e a u ty  rem a in s .
1 am n o t  s a y in g  t h a t  m oral  c o n s id e r a t i o n s  a r e  a lw ays i r r e ­
l e v a n t  to  th e  s t a g e .  In  f a c t ,  sometimes th ey  a r e  th e  v e ry  
t o p ic  o f  the  p l a y ,  e s p e c i a l l y  modern p l a y s .  But th e  r e t r e a t  
o f  m ora ls  in  th e  p r e s e n c e  o f  music and danc ing  and th e  g e n e r a l  
g a i e t y  o f  th e  t h e a t r e  i s  a f a c t  v e ry  i n t e r e s t i n g  to  p h i lo s o ­
p h e rs  and v e ry  p u z z l in g  to  th e  o f f i c i a l  c e n s o r s .  (MT, pp . 12-13)
W hitehead makes i t  c l e a r  t h a t  " th e  r e t r e a t  o f  m o ra ls"  i s  th e  r e t r e a t  o f
m oral codes in  th e  face  o f  h ig h e r  moral e x p e r i e n c e s .  " M o ra l i ty  i s  a lw ays
the  aim a t  th e  u n ion  o f  harmony, i n t e n s i t y ,  and v i v id n e s s  which in v o lv e s
the  p e r f e c t i o n  o f  im p o r tan ce  f o r  t h a t  o c c a s io n "  (MT, p .  14 ) .
Moral r u l e s ,  w he ther  c o n v e n t io n a l  o r  c o n s t r u c te d  a s  a x i o l o g i c a l  
system s by m ora l  p h i lo s o p h e r s ,  can  c a r r y  u s  o n ly  so f a r .  E t h i c s  c a n n o t  
be subsumed under a s e t  o f  m ech an ica l  r u l e s .  Rules assume c e r t i u s  p a r i ­
b u s , b u t  e q u a l i t y  o f  c o n d i t io n s  th ro u g h o u t  th e  a p p l i c a t i o n  o f  a r u l e  c a n ­
n o t  be e x p e c te d .  Each a c t u a l  e n t i t y  i s  a un ique  u n r e p e a ta b l e  moment o f  
e x p e r ie n c e ,  and th e  " w o r ld ,"  u n d e rs to o d  as  m acro-cosm ic  p r o c e s s ,  i s  sub­
j e c t  to  r a d i c a l  change. Some o f  the  "same" f e a t u r e s  a r e  r e t a i n e d  in  the  
c o u rse  o f  an h i s t o r i c  r o u t e ,  which i s  th e  b a s i s  f o r  n a t u r a l  law and p e r ­
s o n a l  i d e n t i t y ,  b u t  the  p o t e n t i a l  f o r  change p r e c lu d e s  th e  c r e a t i o n  o f  a 
r u l e  t h a t  w i l l  a p p ly  to  John Doe once and f o r  a l l .
W hitehead goes so f a r  as  to  s u g g e s t  t h a t  m oral  r u l e s  can be p o s i ­
t i v e l y  e v i l .  Moral c o r r e c t n e s s  can le a d  to  d im in ish m en t  o f  e x p e r ie n c e  
and d e s t r o y  th e  t r u e  s p i r i t  o f  m oral endeavo r .
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Good p e o p le  o f  narrow  sy m p a th ie s  a r e  a p t  to  be u n f e e l in g  un­
p r o g r e s s i v e ,  e n jo y in g  t h e i r  e g o t i s t i c a l  g o o dness .  T h e i r  c a s e ,  
on a h i g h e r  l e v e l ,  i s  ana logous  to  t h a t  o f  a man c o m p le te ly  
d eg raded  to  a ho g .  They have r e v e a le d  a s t a t e  o f  s t a b l e  
g o o dness ,  so  f a r  a s  t h e i r  own i n t e r i o r  l i f e  i s  c o n c e rn e d .
T h is  type  o f  m oral  c o r r e c t i t u d e  i s ,  on a l a r g e r  v iew , so 
l i k e  e v i l  t h a t  th e  d i s t i n c t i o n  i s  t r i v i a l .  (RM, p .  95)
The b e l i e f  t h a t  one m oral  code s u f f i c e s  to  answer ou r  m ora l  dilemmas fo r
a l l  t im e i s  p r e c i s e l y  th e  e v i l  which r e s u l t s  from th e  f a l l a c y  o f  dogm atic
f i n a l i t y .  I t  i s  th e  s p i r i t  o f  Torquemada, n o t  th e  s p i r i t  o f  C h r i s t ,
The s p i r i t ,  n o t  th e  l e t t e r ,  o f  th e  law i s  what i s  f i n e s t  in  th e
m oral im p u lse .  No man can  l e g i s l a t e  f o r  th e  whole o f  c r e a t i o n .
There  i s  no one b e h a v io u r  sy s tem  b e lo n g in g  to  th e  e s s e n t i a l  
c h a r a c t e r  o f  th e  u n i v e r s e ,  a s  th e  u n i v e r s a l  m oral  i d e a l .  What 
i s  u n i v e r s a l  i s  the  s p i r i t  which shou ld  pe rm eate  any b e h a v io u r  
sys tem  in  th e  c i r c u m s ta n c e s  o f  i t s  a d o p t io n .  (MT, p .  14)
T h is  i s  th e  law o f  lo v e ,  and i t s  c e n t r a l  m o t i f ,  i n s p i r a t i o n  and im pera­
t i v e  i s  to  harm onize  (and th e re b y  im m o r ta l iz e )  i n s o f a r  as i s  p o s s i b l e .
Th is  a d v ic e  may seem vague— and to  some e x t e n t  i t  must be— b u t  i t  does 
r e n d e r  some n o t io n  o f  what i s  to  be avo ided  ( e v i l )  and , c o n s e q u e n t ly ,  what 
i s  to  be done.
The im p e ra t iv e  to  seek  nove l  b e a u t i e s  in  e x p e r ie n c e  demands t h a t  
we avo id  a r e c o g n iz a b le  S c y l l a  and C h a ry b d is .  On th e  one hand, t h e r e  i s  
th e  e v i l  o f  t r i v i a l i z e d  o r d e r ;  on th e  o t h e r ,  the  e v i l  o f  c h a o t i c  i n t e n ­
s i t y .  A e s t h e t i c  s a t i s f a c t i o n  depends on th e  f u s io n  o f  o r d e r  and i n t e n s i t y  
— one w i th o u t  th e  o t h e r  w i l l  n o t  do . S t e r i l e  o r d e r  le a d s  to  boredom which 
o f t e n  r e a c h e s  th e  p o in t  o f  taed ium  v i t a e ; c h a o t i c  i n t e n s i t y  i s  p r o d u c t iv e  
o f  p a in  and s u f f e r i n g .  Both forms o f  e v i l  c o n t r i b u t e  to  th e  g r e a t e s t  e v i l  
o f  a l l — dim in ishm en t  o f  p o s s i b i l i t y .  In  an e a r l i e r  q u o t a t i o n  W hitehead 
r e f e r r e d  to  th e  man who i s  deg raded  to  th e  s t a t u s  o f  a hog . Now, i t  i s  
n o t  d e g ra d in g  f o r  a hog to  be a hog , b u t  i t  i s  d e g ra d in g  f o r  a man to  s in k  
to  th e  l e v e l  o f  a hog . To deg rade  l i t e r a l l y  means to  move from a h ig h e r
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g ra d e ,  a p p r o p r i a t e  to  o n e 's  s e l f - r e a l i z a t i o n ,  to  a lower g rad e  o f  e x i s ­
t e n c e .  The e v i l  o f  e v i l s  i s  t o  d im in is h  th e  p o s s i b i l i t i e s  t h a t  a r e  open 
t o  o n e s e l f .  For a hog th e r e  i s  no p o s s i b i l i t y  f o r  a s p i r i n g  to  manhood, 
b u t  a man may d e s p a i r  to  th e  l e v e l  o f  hoghood, and from W h ite h e a d 's  p o i n t  
o f  view he shou ld  be judged  a c c o r d in g ly .  The a t t e m p t  to  d e c id e  in  what 
ou r  ''manhood" c o n s i t s  r e q u i r e s  c o n s i d e r a t i o n  o f  th e  q u e s t io n  o f  p h i lo s o p h i ­
c a l  a n th ro p o lo g y .
The S t a t i o n  o f  Man 
The q u e s t i o n  o f  p h i l o s o p h i c a l  a n th ro p o lo g y  h a s  deep r o o t s  in  wes­
t e r n  c u l t u r e .  One o f  th e  more p o ig n a n t  e x p r e s s io n s  o f  i t  i s  J o b ' s  c ry  o f  
a n g u i s h .
What i s  man t h a t  thou s h o u ld e s t  m agnify  him? And t h a t  thou 
s h o u ld e s t  s e t  t h in e  h e a r t  upon him? And t h a t  thou s h o u ld e s t  
v i s i t  him e v e ry  morning and t r y  him e v e ry  m o rn in g ?U
The q u e s t i o n  o f  p h i l o s o p h i c a l  a n th ro p o lo g y  i s  c r u c i a l  f o r  p o l i t i c a l  p h i l ­
osophy; o n e ' s  a s se s sm e n t  o f  human n a t u r e  i s  i n t i m a t e l y  r e l a t e d  to  o n e 's  
s t a n c e  on e t h i c a l  and p o l i t i c a l  m a t t e r s .  An a s se s sm e n t  o f  human n a tu r e  
i s  an a s se s s m e n t  o f  human p o s s i b i l i t i e s .
At f i r s t  b lu s h ,  i t  i s  d i f f i c u l t  t o  see  how W hitehead cou ld  take  
any p o s i t i o n  on "human n a t u r e . "  Any s i n g l e  man i s  an " a b s t r a c t i o n "  in  
W h ite h e a d 's  scheme o f  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n —how much more so "mankind"! W hite­
head b l u n t l y  i n d i c a t e s  h i s  r e s i s t a n c e  to  th e  t r a d i t i o n a l  answer o f  p h i l o ­
s o p h ic a l  a n th ro p o lo g y .
I t  i s  s a id  t h a t  "men a r e  r a t i o n a l . "  T h is  i s  p a lp a b ly  f a l s e :  
th ey  a r e  o n ly  i n t e r m i t t e n t l y  r a t i o n a l —m ere ly  l i a b l e  to
l l Job 7 :1 7 -1 8 .
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r a t i o n a l i t y .  Again th e  p h ra se  " S o c ra te s  i s  m o r ta l "  i s  o n ly  
a n o th e r  way o f  s a y in g  t h a t  " p e rh a p s  he w i l l  d i e . "  The i n ­
t e l l e c t  o f  S o c r a te s  i s  i n t e r m i t t e n t :  he o c c a s i o n a l l y  s l e e p s
and he can be d rugged  o r  s tu n n e d .  (PR, p .  79)
With t h i s  r e p u d i a t i o n  o f  " e n d u r in g  s u b s t a n c e s , "  what i s  l e f t  o f  th e  an­
t h r o p o l o g i c a l  q u e s t io n ?
W hitehead does  n o t  e n t i r e l y  eschew th e  language o f  human n a t u r e .
An e a r l i e r  q u o ta t io n  c i t e d  him d e f i n i n g  r e l i g i o n  as  " th e  r e a c t i o n  o f  human 
n a tu r e  to  i t s  s e a rc h  f o r  God,"  In  one s e n s e ,  "man" s u r e l y  " e x i s t s . "  He 
has  an " e s s e n c e . "  "Mankind" i s  a complex e t e r n a l  o b j e c t  whose g raded  
r e l a t i o n a l  e s se n c e  i s  w ho lly  prehended  in  the  p r im o r d ia l  env isagem en t  o f  
God. Th is  a t  l e a s t  a d d re s s e s  " th e  p roblem  o f  u n i v e r s a l s , "  t e l l i n g  us  how 
we can  re c o g n iz e  "men" u n d e r  th e  common form "man." But man i s  more than 
a p r im o r d ia l  c o n c e p t . Men e x i s t  i n  a c t ,  and th e  a n th r o p o l o g ic a l  q u e s t io n  
seeks  an answer to  q u e s t i o n s  c o n c e rn in g  m an 's  " p o s s i b i l i t i e s . "  P o s s i b i l ­
i t i e s  o c c u r  f o r  a c t u a l  e n t i t i e s  w i t h in  f i n i t e  c o n t e x t s .  Thus, th e  ques­
t i o n  c o n c e rn in g  m an 's  b e in g  e n t a i l s  c o n s id e r a t i o n  o f  h i s  e x i s t e n c e  in  a c ­
t u a l i t y .
W h ite h e a d 's  answ er to  the  a n th r o p o l o g ic a l  q u e s t i o n  seems to  
em phasize  h ig h e r  d e g re e s  o f  c e r t a i n  c a p a c i t i e s  among men, s p e c i f i c a l l y ,  
r e a s o n ,  freedom  and t r a n s c e n d e n c e .  While r e a so n  does  n o t  p r e d i c a t e  a man 
f o r  th e  whole o f  h i s  e x p e r ie n c e  th e  c a p a c i ty  f o r  r e a s o n — e s p e c i a l l y  specu­
l a t i v e  r e a s o n — does  seem to  d i s t i n g u i s h  us a t  ou r  f i n e s t  (most human?) mo­
ments .
Our c a p a c i ty  f o r  freedom  i s  e q u a l l y  d i s t i n c t i v e .  R e c a l l  th e  e a r ­
l i e r  d i s c u s s i o n  o f  " l i f e . "  W hitehead d e f i n e s  l i f e  in  term s o f  th e  g rad e s  
o f  n o v e l ty — the  more freedom , th e  more l i f e .  Man i s  the  most f r e e  o f  the
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f i n i t e  " s o c i e t i e s "  o f  which we have knowledge. Thus, m an 's  c a p a c i ty  f o r  
freedom  makes h im  d i s t i n c t i v e l y  "human."
The c a p a c i t y  f o r  freedom i s  d e e p ly  en tw ined  w i th  h i s  c a p a c i ty  
f o r  " t r a n s c e n d e n c e . "  In d ee d ,  man a t  h i s  b e s t  i s  c o n s t i t u t e d  by t r a n s ­
c endence . T ranscendence  m igh t be d e f in e d  as the  c a p a c i ty  to  use  our 
freedom  s u c c e s s f u l l y — to  r i s e  above o u r s e lv e s  a t  any moment and a t t a i n  
th e  b e s t  o f  what we can  a t t a i n .  W hitehead p u t s  i t  t h i s  way:
What d i s t i n g u i s h e s  men from th e  a n im a ls ,  some humans from 
o th e r  humans, i s  th e  i n c l u s i o n  i n  t h e i r  n a t u r e s ,  w a v e r in g ly  and 
d im ly , o f  a d i s t u r b i n g  e le m e n t ,  which i s  the  f l i g h t  a f t e r  the  
u n a t t a i n a b l e .  T h is  e lem en t  i s  t h a t  touch  o f  i n f i n i t y  which has  
goaded r a c e s  onward, sometimes to  t h e i r  d e s t r u c t i o n .  I t  i s  a 
t ro p is m  t o  th e  beckon ing  l i g h t — to  th e  sun p a s s in g  toward th e  
f i n a l i t y  o f  t h i n g s ,  and t o  th e  sun a r i s i n g  from t h e i r  o r i g i n .
The s p e c u l a t i v e  r e a s o n  t u r n s  e a s t  and w e s t ,  to  th e  so u rc e  and 
to  th e  end , a l i k e  h id d e n  below th e  r im  o f  th e  w o r ld .  (FR, p .  63)
A p p r o p r ia t e ly ,  W h ite h e a d 's  most d e f i n i t i v e  s ta te m e n t  on the  n a tu r e  o f  men
l i n k s  r e a s o n  w i th  t ra n s c e n d e n c e  and i s  r o o te d  f i r m ly  in  the  com prehensive
q u e s t  f o r  God.
But what i s  t h i s  man who q u e s t s ?  What i s  th e  b a s i s  f o r  h i s  a c t s ?
We o f t e n  th in k  o f  human n a tu r e  as  som eth ing  we a c t  from— as a s u b s tra tu m  
s e t t i n g  l i m i t s  to  o u r  p o s s i b i l i t i e s .  W hitehead does n o t  doub t  t h a t  our 
p o s s i b i l i t i e s  a r e  l i m i t e d ,  b u t  he would n o t  a c c e p t  the  need to  p o s i t  the  
e x i s t e n c e  o f  a s u b s t a n t i a l  s e l f  t h a t  grounds each  p e r s o n a l  a c t .  The " p e r ­
son" i s  a s o c i e t y  o f  a c t u a l  e n t i t i e s  each o f  which d e c id e s  f r e e l y  what 
i t  i s  to  become. Human n a t u r e ,  c once ived  in  term s o f  t ra n sc e n d e n c e  and 
freedom , i s  som eth ing  we a c t  to w a rd , som ething we s t r i v e  to  a t t a i n .  I t  
i s  a s ta n d a r d  to  which we can m easure up o r  s in k  b e n e a th .  Men a r e  n o t  
c r e a t u r e s  who a c t  t h i s  way o r  t h a t  way s im ply  because  they  s h a re  a common 
— p o s s ib l y  c o r r u p t e d — n a t u r e .  They a r e  b e in g s  who can choose  to  l i v e  up 
to  th e  s ta n d a r d  s e t  by "h u m a n i ty ."  We can indeed  be more o r  l e s s  human.
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T his  app roach  to  p h i l o s o p h i c a l  a n th ro p o lo g y  em phasizes m an 's  f r e e ­
dom in  ch o o s in g  h i s  d e s t i n y  to  th e  e x t e n t  t h a t  he heeds G od 's  c a l l  to  
h ig h e r  h a rm o n ie s .  I t  a l s o  a v o id s  p i t f a l l s  c o n c i s e ly  i d e n t i f i e d  in  E r ic  
V o e g e l in 's  d i s c u s s i o n  o f  " n a t u r e s "  in  A r i s t o t l e ' s  p h i lo s o p h y .
The p h i lo s o p h e r  who i s  in  th e  p o s s e s s io n  o f  T ru th  shou ld  con­
s i s t e n t l y  go th e  way o f  P l a t o  in  the  R e p u b l ic ; he shou ld  i s s u e  
a c a l l  f o r  r e p e n ta n c e  and su b m iss io n  to  the  t h e o c r a t i c  r u l e  
o f  th e  i n c a r n a t e  T ru th .  A r i s t o t l e ,  however, does n o t  i s s u e  
such a c a l l  and , c o n s e q u e n t ly ,  the  im p e r fe c t io n s  o f  a c t u a l i z a ­
t i o n  ( though  t e c h n i c a l l y  c a l l e d  " p e r v e r s i o n s " )  tend  t o  become 
e s s e n c e s  in  t h e i r  own r i g h t ,  form ing the  m an ifo ld  o f  r e a l i t y ;  
they  become " c h a r a c t e r s "  and the  c a te g o ry  o f  c h a r a c t e r  i s  even 
ex te n d e d  from human i n d i v i d u a l s  to  ty p e s  o f  c o n s t i t u t i o n s .12
Thus, th e  upward r e a c h  o f  hum anity  i s  f ix e d  by th e  type  o r  ty p e s  i t  d i s ­
p l a y s .  Of c o u r s e ,  th e  A r i s t o t e l i a n  c o n c e p t io n  o f  th e  spouda io s  c o u n te r ­
b a la n c e s  th e  b l e a k  d i s j u n c t i o n  betw een men who t r u l y  r e p r e s e n t  the  b e s t  
o f  hum anity  and men who a re  m ere ly  s l a v e s  by n a t u r e .  But m a tu r i t y  i s  an 
a c q u i s i t i o n .  I t  i s  som eth ing  f o r  which we s t r u g g l e ,  n o t  a p r i z e  d i s t r i b u ­
ted  a t  b i r t h .  The p a th  to  m a tu r i t y  in v o lv e s  the  q u e s t  f o r  a w holeness  we 
n e v e r  f u l l y  p o s s e s s .
Summary and P r o s p e c t  
T h is  c h a p te r  has  examined W hitehead ’ s approach  to  th e  good l i f e .  
The aim was to  show how th e  q u e s t  f o r  com prehens iveness  l e a d s ,  in  h i s  
th o u g h t ,  to  the  p u r s u i t  o f  God, w ho leness  and man. W h ite h e a d 's  approach  
had to  be a b s t r a c t e d  from i t s  c o n te x t  in  a com prehensive  scheme o f  i n t e r ­
p r e t a t i o n .  The i n t e n t  o f  th e  c h a p te r  was to  show t h a t  W hitehead i s  i n t i ­
m a te ly  co n cern ed  w i th  th e  s e a rc h  f o r  th e  good l i f e  and what h i s  p o s i t i o n
12E r ic  V o e g e l in ,  O rder  and H i s t o r y , V ol. I l l ,  P l a t o  and A r i s t o t l e  
(B aton  Rouge, L o u i s ia n a :  L o u is ia n a  S t a t e  U n i v e r s i ty  P r e s s ,  1957), p .  362.
V o e g e l in 's  comments may be p r o f i t a b l y  compared w i th  Emil B r u n n e r 's  c r i t i q u e  
of- the  n o t io n  o f  " n a t u r a l  r e a s o n . "  Man in  R e v o l t :  A C h r i s t i a n  A n th ropo logy ,
t r a n s .  O l iv e  Wyon (London: L u t te r w o r th ,  1939), pp . 547-59,
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on th e  " fo u n d a t io n s "  o f  th e  good l i f e  i s .  W hitehead i s  n o t  n e a r ly  as 
e x p l i c i t  o r  s y s te m a t ic  in  e l u c i d a t i n g  th e s e  m a t t e r s  a s  A r i s t o t l e ,  b u t  the  
c o n c e rn s  a r e  p r e s e n t  and i n t e g r a l .
The a t t e m p t  to  e x p lo r e  th e  f o u n d a t io n s  f o r  th e  good l i f e  i s  an 
i n d i s p e n s a b le  e lem en t  o f  p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h y  as c l a s s i c a l l y  c o n c e iv e d .
In  the  a t t e m p t  to  e l u c i d a t e  t h e s e  f o u n d a t io n s ,  a h o s t  o f  "p rob lem s"  and 
" i s s u e s "  have a r i s e n ,  e x e r c i s i n g  th e  a t t e n t i o n  o f  p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h e r s  
f o r  c e n t u r i e s .  The q u e s t io n  a r i s e s :  What does  W hitehead c o n t r i b u t e  to
th e  " p e r e n n i a l  d i a lo g u e "  t h a t  c o n s t i t u t e s  p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h y  i n s o f a r  as 
i t s  d i s t i n c t i v e  i s s u e s  a r e  concerned?
The f o l lo w in g  c h a p te r  a t t e m p t s  to  map o u t  W h ite h e a d 's  p o s i t i o n  on 
some c r u c i a l  i s s u e s  in  p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h y — e i t h e r  ju d g in g  from h i s  e x ­
p l i c i t  s t a t e m e n ts  o r  by e x te n d in g  h i s  p o s i t i o n  as  i t  a p p l i e s  to  the  i s s u e s .  
The c h a p te r  w i l l  n o t  a t t e m p t  to  a rg u e  f o r  o r  a g a i n s t  W h ite h e a d 's  app roach , 
f o r  t h i s  would in v o lv e  r e s o l u t i o n  o f  numerous and d i f f i c u l t  c o n t r o v e r s i e s .  
R a th e r ,  th e  aim i s  to  show where W hitehead f i t s  in  the  w orld  o f  p o l i t i c a l  
p h i lo s o p h y ,  th e re b y  ro u n d in g  o u t  th e  i l l u s t r a t i o n s  and c o n te n t io n s  o f  the  
p r e v io u s  c h a p t e r s .
CHAPTER VI
APPLICATIONS, EXTENSIONS AND 
CONCLUSIONS
The i n f i n i t e l y  c o m p l ic a te d  p r o c e s s  which we c a l l  h i s t o r y  con­
t in u o u s l y  g iv e s  r i s e  to  what a r e  c a l l e d  s o c i a l  p rob lem s, and a t  
th e  same t im e g e n e r a te s  th o se  p o l i t i c a l  and i n t e l l e c t u a l  t r e n d s  
which i n d i c a t e  th e  d i r e c t i o n  which th e  s o l u t i o n  to  th o se  problem s 
i s  l i k e l y  to  t a k e .  The term  " s o l u t i o n "  used  in  t h i s  c o n n e c t io n  i s  
m is l e a d in g .  I t  c o n n o te s  a s c e r t a i n  p e r f e c t i o n  o r  f i n a l i t y ,  com­
p a r a b le  to  the  s o l u t i o n  o f  a m a th e m a t ic a l  o r  a c h em ica l  problem , 
which i s  n e v e r  p o s s i b l e  in  s o c i a l  r e l a t i o n s .
C a r l  L. Becker
How long can th e  n e e d le  o f  th e  human gramaphone s t a y  in  the  r u t  
o f  Angst w i th o u t  w ear ing  o u t  and end ing  in  th e  r e p e t i t i o n  o f  a 
g h o u l i s h  g ib b e r in g ?
James T hurber
What a s t r a n g e  Machine Man i s  . . . You f i l l  him w ith  b re a d ,  
w ine ,  f i s h ,  r a d i s h e s ,  and o u t  o f  him come s ig h s ,  l a u g h te r  and 
d re a m s .
Nikos K a z a n tz a k is
I n t r o d u c t i o n
Most o f  W h ite h e a d 's  a t t e n t i o n  i s  devo ted  to  t e c h n i c a l  r e f in e m e n t  
o f  h i s  e l a b o r a t e  cosmology. He i s  more d e e p ly  e x e r c i s e d  by the  i n t e r p r e ­
t a t i o n  o f  space  and t im e than  by the  problem  o f  a u t h o r i t y .  In  t h i s  s e n se ,  
W hitehead ’ s p h i lo s o p h i z i n g  j l s  " a - p o l i t i c a l . "  N e v e r th e le s s ,  th e  q u e s t io n s  
o f  space  and t im e  a r e  them se lves  a p a r t  o f  th e  com prehensive  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  
w here in  " p o l i t i c a l "  i s s u e s  d e r iv e  t h e i r  meaning and im portance  f o r  W hite­
h e a d .  W hitehead i s  n o t  unconcerned  w i th  p o l i t i c a l  i s s u e s ,  and th e s e  i s s u e s
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can be addressed from Che p e r sp e c t iv e  o f  h i s  theory . Indeed, he exp ec ts  
h i s  p h i lo sop h y , in s o fa r  as i t  i s  s u c c e s s f u l ,  to be "applicab le"  to a l l  
ex p er ien ce  and to  coord in ate  a l l  spheres o f  i n t e r e s t .  Thus, h i s  theory  
must in c lu d e  our concern with the b e s t  p o s s ib le  p o l i t y .
The p u rpose  o f  t h i s  c h a p te r  i s  to  show how W h ite h ea d 's  approach 
a p p l i e s  o r  can be a p p l i e d  to  some b a s ic  t o p i c s  i n  p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo so p h y .
The c h a p t e r ' s  a p p l i c a t i o n s  and e x te n s io n s  a r e  a com b ina tion  o f  what 
W hitehead s a y s ,  what a p rom inen t a u th o r ,  C h a r le s  H a r ts h o rn e ,  has  done by 
way o f  e x te n d in g  W h ite h e a d 's  i n s i g h t s  and my own e x te n s io n s  o f  W h ite h ea d 's  
th o u g h t .  The f i r s t  s e c t i o n  d e a l s  w i th  th e  b road  to p ic  o f  " o r d e r , "  seek in g  
to  i l l u s t r a t e  th e  o v e r a l l  a s se s s m e n t  o f  "human p o s s i b i l i t y "  and p o l i t i c a l  
o r d e r  which can  be d e r iv e d  from W h ite h e a d 's  c o sm o lo g ic a l  and e t h i c a l  v i ­
s io n .  The second s e c t i o n  a d d re s s e s  some c l a s s i c a l  problem s a s s o c i a t e d  w ith  
the  p o l i t i c a l  o r d e r .  S p e c i f i c a l l y ,  th e  s e c t i o n  a t t e m p ts  to  map a W hite­
h e a d ia n  p o s i t i o n  on a problem  t h a t  has  p lagued  p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h e r s  f o r  
c e n t u r i e s :  the  p o s s i b i l i t y  o f  freedom .*  The aim i s  to  show how Whitehead
g iv e s  a f r e s h  s l a n t  to  p e r s i s t e n t  r i d d l e s ,  n o t  to  c la im  any f i n a l i t y  f o r  
h i s  p o s i t i o n .  The t h i r d  s e c t i o n  in t r o d u c e s  W hitehead i n t o  the  a re n a  o f  
con tem pora ry  p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h y  by a p p ly in g  h i s  o u t lo o k  to  the  t im e ly  
i s s u e s  " u t o p i a , "  "humanism ," and " c r i s i s . "  The c o n c lu d in g  s e c t i o n  u n d e r ­
t a k e s  a  b r i e f  a s se s s m e n t  o f  W h ite h e a d 's  s i g n i f i c a n c e  f o r  p o l i t i c a l  p h i l ­
osophy .
The N ature  o f  O rder in  th e  
O rder  o f  N a tu re
From th e  tim e when th e  symbol o f  "cosmos" was in t ro d u c e d  i n to  
th e  le x ic o n  o f  Greek p h i lo s o p h y  to  the  p r e s e n t  day, the  id e a  o f  " o rd e r "
*See A r i s t o t l e ,  Nicomachean E t h i c s . I ,  4 -1 3 ; I I I ,  5; VI I .
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has  assumed a c e n t r a l  p la c e  i n  th e  c o n c e rn s  o f  p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h e r s .
R e c e n t ly ,  E r ic  V oege lin  has  p ro v id e d  a m ass ive  i l l u s t r a t i o n  o f  th e  con-
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t in u e d  v i t a l i t y  o f  th e  n o t io n .  The c o n c e p t  o f  o r d e r  f i g u r e s  p ro m in e n tly  
in  W h ite h e a d 's  s p e c u l a t i v e  p h i lo s o p h y .  The co n cep t  p ro v id e s  a v a lu a b le  
nexus betw een p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h y  and more g e n e r a l  c o sm o lo g ic a l  s p e c u la ­
t i o n .
"O rder"  i s  a polysemous term , and some o f  i t s  many c o n n o ta t io n s  
need to  be s o r t e d  i f  i t  i s  to  s e rv e  as  a focus  f o r  d i s c u s s i o n .  There a re  
a t  l e a s t  fo u r  b road  s e n se s  o f  th e  te rm  conform ing  b o th  to  W h ite h e a d 's  usage  
and t h a t  o f  o r d in a r y  lan g u a g e .  We may r e f e r  to  th e  " e x i s t e n t  o r d e r "  o r  
th e  " f a c t u a l  o r d e r "  a s  the  o r d e r  o f  t h in g s  which a re  what they  a re  r e g a r d ­
l e s s  o f  what m ight be th o ugh t  o r  done abou t them. In  W h ite h e a d 's  scheme, 
th e  e x i s t e n t  o r d e r  c o n s i s t s  o f  o b j e c t i v e l y  im m orta l a n te c e d e n t  a c t u a l i t i e s  
and e t e r n a l  o b j e c t s .  These o b j e c t s  c o n s t i t u t e  th e  o r d e r  o f  " s tu b b o rn  f a c t "  
which m ust be a c c e p te d  r e s o l u t e l y  i f  we a re  to  f a c e  up to  r e a l i t y .
N o tw i th s ta n d in g  th e  s tu b b o rn n e s s  o f  s tu b b o rn  f a c t ,  g iv e n e s s  i s  n o t  
th e  whole o f  r e a l i t y .  I t  i s  a c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  o f  c o n s c io u s  b e in g s  t h a t  we 
can  r e j e c t  th e  " v a l i d i t y "  o f  th e  e x i s t e n t  o r d e r  and c o n c e iv e  a l t e r n a t i v e s .  
Along w i th  th e  f a c t s  o f  e x p e r ie n c e ,  comes th e  e x p e r ie n c e  o f  f a c t s ,  and 
e x p e r ie n c e  i s  o f t e n  a n y th in g  b u t  s t o i c a l  a c c e p ta n c e  o f  what " i s . "  Thus, 
a second se n se  o f  o r d e r  may be d e s ig n a te d  a s  the  " i d e a l  o r d e r "  which i s  
grounded in  a p p e t i t i o n .  An " i d e a l , "  in  W h ite h ea d 's  cosmology, i s  a s e t
2
E r ic  V o e g e l in ,  Order and H i s t o r y , 4 v o l s .  to  d a te  (Baton 
Rouge, L o u i s ia n a :  L o u is ia n a  S t a t e  U n iv e r s i ty  P r e s s ,  1956'— ) .
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o f  c o o rd in a te d  p r o p o s i t i o n s  c o n c e rn in g  what m ight b e .  An i d e a l  i s  the
n o t - y e t  which may n e v e r  b e .  N e v e r th e le s s ,  i d e a l s  a r e  v e ry  much a p a r t  o f  
ou r  e x p e r i e n c e ;  we e x p e r ie n c e  th e  n o t - y e t  a s  d e s i r e  f o r  r e a l i z a t i o n  in  an 
und e te rm in ed  f u t u r e .  I d e a l s  may be g ra n d io s e  o r  p e d e s t r i a n  w i th  v a ry in g  
d e g re e s  i n  be tw een . I f  I  am l o s t  in  th e  d e s e r t ,  I  may hope f o r  a s im ple  
d r in k  o f  w a te r ,  o r  my th o u g h ts  may tu r n  t o  w r i t i n g  a d i s s e r t a t i o n  o r  b u i l d ­
ing  a s o c i a l i s t  s o c i e t y .  A l l  th e s e  th o u g h ts  a r e  i d e a l s  f o r  r e a l i z a t i o n  in  
an unknown f u t u r e .
For W hitehead , t h e r e  i s  more to  th e  w orld  than  empty dreams and b r u te  
f a c t s .  N e i th e r  th e  dreams n o r  th e  f a c t s  f l o a t  in  n o n e n t i t y .  R e a l ty  i s  n o t  
s im ply  " t h e r e "  i n t e r r e d  in  a  co ld  tomb o f  i s n e s s ;  no r  i s  i t  s im p ly  " h e re "  
as  a shadow p la y  in  th e  "m ind ."  The w orld  we e x p e r ie n c e  i s  t h e r e  and h e re  
and t h e r e  a g a in  as p r e s e r v a b l e  moments in  th e  c r e a t i v e  advance o f  the  u n i ­
v e r s e .  The c o n f lu e n c e  betw een f a c t  and i d e a l  d e r i v e s  from th e  c a p a c i ty  
f o r  e f f i c a c i o u s  p u rp o se .  The e f f i c a c y  o f  i d e a l s  stem s from the  f a c t  t h a t  
s u b je c t s  a r e  a l s o  s u p e r j e c t s .  The i d e a l  o f  one moment o f  e x p e r ie n c e  can be 
c a r r i e d  fo rw ard  and p o s s ib l y  implemented in  f u tu r e  moments o f  e x p e r ie n c e  
which i n h e r i t  th e  aims o f  t h e i r  p r e d e c e s s o r s .  But th e  im p lem e n ta t io n  of 
i d e a l s  seldom p ro ce e d s  u n h in d e re d .  The m e d ia t io n  among i d e a l s  in  a world 
o f  s tu b b o rn  f a c t s  and c r o s s  p u rp o se s  g iv e s  r i s e  to  a t h i r d  type  o f  o r d e r  
which may be d e s ig n a t e d  as  th e  " e t h i c a l  o r d e r . "  O rder r e s u l t s  from e t h i c s  
because  c o n s c io u s  b e in g s  a r e  p u rp o s iv e  and must choose among a l t e r n a t i v e s .
T h is  d e f i n i t i o n  r e p r e s e n t s  my i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  W h ite h e a d 's  u sa g e .  
So f a r  a s  I  know, W hitehead n e v e r  e x p l i c i t l y  d e f i n e s  " i d e a l s , "  b u t  he u se s  
th e  term  e x t e n s i v e l y .  Both p r o p o s i t i o n s  and i d e a l s  a r e  d e s c r ib e d  as " l u r e s  
f o r  f e e l i n g , "  and I  suppose th e  term s c o u ld  be tak e n  a s  synonyms. But I  
f a i l  t o  s e e  how, f o r  i n s t a n c e ,  The Communist M a n ife s to  c o u ld  be c o n s tru e d  
a )  as  an i d e a l  and b) a s  a s i n g l e  p r o p o s i t i o n .  See PR, pp. 83 -84 ; 91; 150; 
185-87; 212; 255; 337.
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Not a l l  c h o ic e s  a r e  good c h o ic e s ,  however. The e t h i c a l  o rd e r  
may be d i s m a l l y 'b a d  o r d e r .  I f  we a l lo w  t h a t  we n o t  o n ly  can choose , 
b u t  t h a t  we can  choose  f o r  b e t t e r  o r  w o rse ,  i t  i s  a p p r o p r i a t e  to  i n t r o ­
duce a f o u r t h  se n se  o f  o r d e r — " r i g h t  o r d e r . F o r  W hitehead , r i g h t  
o r d e r  in v o lv e s  th e  harm onious m u tua l  a d a p ta t i o n  o f  i d e a l s  w ith  f a c t s ,  w h ile  
" d i s o r d e r "  o r  " ch a o s"  in v o lv e s  t h e i r  d i s j u n c t i o n .
W hitehead warns a g a i n s t  i n t e r p r e t i n g  o r d e r  a s  a s i n g l e  f ix e d  h i e r ­
a rc h y  o f  B eing . He b e l i e v e s  t h a t  t h i s  v iew  i s  a p e r v e r s io n  o f  the  P l a ­
to n i c  view w rongly  a t t r i b u t e d  to  P l a t o . ^  W hitehead summarizes h i s  i n t e r ­
p r e t a t i o n  s u c c i n c t l y :
"O rder"  i s  a mere g e n e r i c  term : t h e r e  can o n ly  be some d e f i n ­
i t e  s p e c i f i c  " o r d e r , "  n o t  m ere ly  " o r d e r "  in  th e  vague . Thus 
e v e ry  d e f i n i t e  t o t a l  phase  o f  " g iv e n e s s "  in v o lv e s  a r e f e r e n c e  
to  t h a t  s p e c i f i c  " o r d e r "  which i s  i t s  dom inant i d e a l ,  and 
in v o lv e s  th e  s p e c i f i c  " d i s o r d e r "  due to  i t s  i n c l u s i o n  o f  "g iv e n "  
components which e x c lu d e  th e  a t t a in m e n t  o f  th e  f u l l  i d e a l .  The 
a t t a in m e n t  i s  p a r t i a l ,  and th u s  t h e r e  i s  " d i s o r d e r ; "  b u t  t h e r e  
i s  some a t t a i n m e n t ,  and th u s  t h e r e  i s  some " o r d e r . "  There i s  
n o t  j u s t  one i d e a l  " o r d e r "  which a l l  a c t u a l  e n t i t i e s  shou ld  a t ­
t a i n  o r  f a i l  t o  a t t a i n .  I n  each  c a se  t h e r e  i s  an i d e a l  p e c u l i a r  
t o  each  p a r t i c u l a r  a c t u a l  e n t i t y  and a r i s i n g  from th e  dominant 
components o f  i t s  phase  o f  " g iv e n e s s "  . . . .  The n o t io n  o f  one 
i d e a l  a r i s e s  from  the  d i s a s t r o u s  ove r  m o r a l i z a t i o n  o f  th o u g h t  under  
th e  i n f l u e n c e  o f  f a n a t i c i s m ,  o r  p e d a n t r y .  The n o t io n  o f  a domi­
n a n t  i d e a l  p e c u l i a r  to  each a c t u a l  e n t i t y  i s  P l a t o n i c .  (PR, pp .
83-84)
4
The im por tance  o f  p a ra d ig m a t ic  c o n s t r u c t s  c o n c e rn in g  r i g h t  o r d e r  
in  p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h y  i s  s t r e s s e d  in  Dante Germino, Beyond Id eo lo g y :
The R e v iv a l  o f  P o l i t i c a l  Theory (New York: H arper  and Row, 1967), pp . 32
-4 8 .
^ In  t h i s  c o n n e c t io n ,  i t  i s  i n t e r e s t i n g  to  n o te  t h a t  the  term  h i e r ­
a rc h y  (h i e r a r c h i a ) was c o in e d  by th e  i n f l u e n t i a l  n e o - P l a t o n i s t  psuedo-Denys 
and a t t a i n e d  i t s  c o n n o ta t io n s  o f  r i g i d i t y  and p o l i t i c a l  s t o l i d i t y  in  the  
c o n te x t  o f  m ed ieva l  p h i lo s o p h y .  See W alte r  Ullmann, A H is to r y  o f  P o l i t i c a l  
Thought: The M iddle Ages (B a l t im o r e :  P engu in ,  1965), p .  31 .
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Thus, the  s ta n d a rd  f o r  r i g h t  o r d e r  i s  n o t  th e  R ig h t  s i m p l i c i t e r , b u t  
the  a p p r o p r i a t e n e s s  o f  a r e a l i z a t i o n  f o r  an o c c a s io n  o r  g ro u p in g  o f  
o c c a s io n s .  And th e  c r i t e r i a  by which " a p p r o p r i a t e n e s s "  i s  judged a re  
l a r g e l y  a e s t h e t i c ,  a s  was i n d i c a t e d  i n  C h ap te r  F iv e .
In  any e v e n t ,  the  q u e s t io n  o f  r i g h t  o r d e r  b r in g s  us  to  the  h e a r t  
o f  our  a n x i e t i e s  c o n c e rn in g  th e  p o l i t i c a l  o r d e r .  P o l i t i c s  i s  an example 
o f  p u rp o s iv e  a c t i o n  p a r  e x c e l l e n c e .  I f  we r u l e  o u t  b l in d  a c c e p ta n c e  o f  
f a t e  o r  s e l f - s a t i s f i e d  d e c i s io n i s m ,  th e  need to  u n d e rs ta n d  the  req u i re m e n ts  
o f  r i g h t  o r d e r  becomes th e  n o d a l  p o i n t  f o r  an i n q u i r y  c o n c e rn in g  the  p o l i ­
t i c a l  o r d e r .
From W h ite h e a d 's  p e r s p e c t i v e ,  o r d e r  and harm onious o r d e r  should  
n o t  be c o n fu se d .  R ig h t  o r d e r  would n o t  be t h a t  o r d e r  where "chaos"  i s  
e l im in a te d  from the  "cosm os ."  Harmony r e q u i r e s  p a t t e r n e d  c o n t r a s t ,  and 
the  " f i n a l  a t t a in m e n t  o f  o r d e r "  would be n o th in g  more o r  l e s s  than  an 
o r d e r  o f  d e a d n e s s .  O rder  can be seen  as " th e  c o n d i t i o n  f o r  e x c e l le n c e "  
o r  a s  " s t i f l i n g  th e  f r e s h n e s s  o f  l i v i n g "  (PR, p .  3 3 8 ) .  And f r e s h n e s s  o f
l i v i n g  r e q u i r e s  c o n t r a s t  and d i v e r s i t y .  "Chaos i s  n o t  to  be i d e n t i f i e d  
w i th  e v i l ;  f o r  harmony r e q u i r e s  the  due c o o r d i n a t i o n  o f  c h a o s ,  v a g u e n ess ,  
na rrow ness  and w id th "  (PR, p .  112) .  The a t t e m p t  to  e l i m i n a t e  chaos from 
th e  u n iv e r s e  r e s u l t s  from th e  " d i s a s t r o u s  o v e r m o r a l i z a t io n  o f  th o u g h t"  
which r e s u l t s  in  th e  p r o d u c t io n  o f  " u l t im a te  i d e a l s . "
W hitehead a s s o c i a t e s  the  p r o d u c t io n  o f  u l t i m a t e  i d e a l s  w ith  r e l i ­
g io u s  c o n v i c t i o n ,  b u t  we need o n ly  rem ind o u r s e l v e s  o f  ou r  h i s t o r y ,  ru n ­
n in g  from th e  Hundred Y ears War up th rough  th e  u l t i m a t e  i d e a l s  o f  the  
i d e o l o g i e s ,  to  s e e  t h e i r  p o l i t i c a l  r e l e v a n c e .  W hitehead i s  n o t  w ho lly  un­
s y m p a th e t ic  to  z e a l o t s .  T h e i r  i d e a l i s m  c o n s t i t u t e s  an e n e r g i z in g  f o rc e  
which h a s  im portance  and g r a n d e u r .
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There i s  a g r e a t n e s s  in  the  l i v e s  o f  th o s e  who b u i ld  up 
r e l i g i o u s  sy s te m s ,  a g r e a t n e s s  in  a c t i o n ,  in  id e a  and in  
s e l f - s u b o r d i n a t i o n ,  embodied in  i n s t a n c e  a f t e r  i n s t a n c e  
th rough  c e n t u r i e s  o f  g row th . There  i s  a g r e a t n e s s  in  th e  
r e b e l s  who d e s t r o y  such sy s te m s;  they  a r e  th e  T i t a n s  who s torm  
h e a v en ,  armed w i th  p a s s i o n a t e  s i n c e r i t y .  I t  may be t h a t  the  
r e v o l t  i s  the  mere a s s e r t i o n  o f  you th  o f  i t s  r i g h t  to  i t s  
p ro p e r  b r i l l i a n c e ,  to  t h a t  f i n a l  good o f  imm ediate jo y .  (PR, 
p p .  337-38)
But W hitehead rem inds us t h a t  " p h i lo s o p h y  may n o t  n e g le c t  the  m u l t i f a r i ­
o u sn e ss  o f  th e  w o r ld "  (PR, p .  3 3 8 ) .  The schemes o f  the  i n q u i s i t o r  and 
th e  r e b e l  can be s t i f l i n g  and m o ra l ly  r e p u g n a n t .
The p a s s io n  f o r  o r d e r  i s  f r e q u e n t l y  d e a d en in g ;  th e  p a s s io n  fo r  
chaos  robs  us o f  th e  p o s s i b i l i t y  f o r  s a t i s f a c t i o n .  The good l i f e  r e q u i r e s  
bo th  o r d e r  and c h a o s .  I t  a l s o  r e q u i r e s  permanence and change . W hitehead 
c i t e s  a hymn which c a p tu r e s  b o th  th e  f l u x  and permanence which c h a r a c t e r ­
i z e s  o u r  e x p e r ie n c e .
Abide w i th  me; F a s t  f a l l s  th e  even t i d e .
(PR, pp . 209; 338)
Both f l u x  and permanence m ust be r e t a i n e d  i f  an ad e q u a te  r e n d e r in g  o f
e x p e r ie n c e  i s  to  be a c h ie v e d .  "Those who would d i s j o i n  th e  two e lem en ts
can f in d  no i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  th e  p a t e n t  f a c t s "  (PR, p .  338) .
B alance  i s  the  key to  r i g h t  o r d e r .  W hitehead a s s o c i a t e s  h i s  u n d e r ­
s t a n d in g  o f  " p ro g r e s s "  w i th  A r i s t o t l e ' s  g o ld en  mean— the  mean between s t a ­
t i c  o r d e r  and d i r e c t i o n l e s s  change.
The a r t  o f  p r o g re s s  i s  to  p r e s e r v e  o r d e r  amid change, and to  
p r e s e r v e  change amid o r d e r .  L i fe  r e f u s e s  to  be embalmed a l i v e  
. . . o r d e r  i s  n o t  s u f f i c i e n t .  What i s  r e q u i r e d ,  i s  som ething 
much more complex. I t  i s  o r d e r  e n t e r i n g  upon n o v e l ty ;  so t h a t  
th e  m ass iv en e ss  o f  o r d e r  does  n o t  d e g e n e r a te  i n t o  mere r e p e t i ­
t i o n ;  and so t h a t  n o v e l ty  i s  a lw ays r e f l e c t e d  i n  the  background 
o f  the  sys tem . (PR, p .  339)
Thus, the  most b a s i c  c o n d i t io n  f o r  r i g h t  o r d e r  in v o lv e s  the  e f f e c t i v e  f u ­
s io n  o f  n o v e l ty  and o r d e r .  But W hitehead i s  q u i t e  c o r r e c t  in  dubbing the
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prob lem  o f  o r d e r  as  " com plex ."  The e f f e c t i v e  m ating  o f  i n t e n s e  n o v e l ­
t i e s  w i th  s t o l i d  o r d e r  i s  d i f f i c u l t  under  any c i r c u m s ta n c e s ,  and th e  
background o f  " g iv e n e s s "  which c o n d i t i o n s  the  a p p l i c a t i o n  o f  th e  p r i n ­
c i p l e  o f  b a la n c e  w i l l  v a ry  from p la c e  to  p la c e  and t im e  to  t im e .  Never­
t h e l e s s ,  W hitehead a t t e m p t s  to  p ro v id e  g u id an c e  th rough  th e  rough t e r ­
r a i n  o f  th e  p o l i t i c a l  o r d e r .
W h ite h e a d 's  most com prehensive  d i s c u s s i o n  o f  th e  prob lem  o f
p o l i t i c a l  o r d e r  o c c u rs  in  P a r t  I  o f  A dven tu res  o f  I d e a s . The c e n t r a l
m o t i f  c o n c e rn s  th e  i n t e r p l a y  betw een freedom  and c o o r d i n a t i o n .  The
i d e a l s  which an im ate  our  d e s i r e  f o r  freedom a r e  f r e q u e n t l y  f r u s t r a t e d  by
th e  r e q u i r e m e n ts  o f  c o o r d i n a t i o n .  W hitehead e x e m p l i f ie s  t h i s  i n t e r p l a y
betw een freedom  and c o o r d i n a t i o n  w ith  r e f e r e n c e  to  the  demands le v ie d  in
th e  "econom ic"  s p h e re .
The p r im ary  demand f o r  freedom  i s  to  be found in  the  
g e n e r a l  u rg e  f o r  th e  accom plishm ent o f  . . . g e n e r a l  en d s ,  
which a r e  a f u s io n  o f  i d e a l  and economic p o l i c i e s  making 
th e  s t u f f  o f  h i s t o r y .  (A l,  p .  67)
N o n e th e le s s ,  i d e a l  and economic p o l i c i e s  may n o t  a lw ays be fu sed  harmon­
i o u s l y .  W hitehead c h id e s  th o s e  who f e e l  t h a t  l a i s s e z  f a i r e  economics 
r e p r e s e n t  th e  n a t u r a l  o r d e r  f o r  s t r i f e l e s s  a t t a in m e n t  o f  s o c i a l  i d e a l s .  
The e a r l y  c a p i t a l i s t  sys tem  was, in  h i s  v iew , a t r a n s i e n t  o r d e r  a p p r o p r i ­
a t e  t o  a s t a b l e  homogenous s o c i e t y ,  n o t  th e  novus o rdo  sec lo rum  which 
f r e e z e s  h i s t o r y  in  s t a t i c  e q u ip o i s e .  The o l d e r  p o l i t i c a l  economy was 
s u c c e s s f u l  f o r  a hundred  y e a r s  from th e  tim e o f  Adam Smith because  i t  
" rem ained  a dom inant t r u t h  t h a t  i n  com m ercial r e l a t i o n s  men were dom­
in a t e d  by w e l l  c o n d i t io n e d  r e a c t i o n s  to  c o m p le te ly  f a m i l i a r  s t i m u l i "  (AI, 
p .  9 4 ) .  But the  t h e o r e t i c a l  e d i f i c e  o f  c l a s s i c a l  l i b e r a l i s m  began to  
crum ble when faced  w i th  th e  r e a l i t i e s  o f  s o c i a l  change.
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W hitehead a rg u e s  t h a t  th e  f a i t h  o f  c l a s s i c a l  l i b e r a l i s m  in  the
f i n a l  harmony which would crown th e  " p ro g r e s s "  o f  man was based  on a
m is re a d in g  o f  th e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  between s t r i f e  and harmony. The f a i t h
began to  f a l t e r  by th e  n i n e t e e n t h  c e n tu r y .
The p o l i t i c a l ,  l i b e r a l  f a i t h  o f  th e  n i n e t e e n t h  c e n tu r y  was a 
compromise betw een th e  i n d i v i d u a l i s t i c ,  c o m p e t i t iv e  d o c t r i n e  o f  
s t r i f e  and th e  o p t i m i s t i c  d o c t r i n e  o f  harmony. I t  was b e l i e v e d  
t h a t  th e  laws o f  the  U n iv e rse  were such t h a t  the  s t r i f e  o f  
i n d iv i d u a l s  i s s u e d  in  th e  p r o g r e s s iv e  r e a l i z a t i o n  o f  a harmon­
io u s  s o c i e t y .  In  t h i s  way, i t  was p o s s ib l e  to  c h e r i s h  the  emo­
t i o n a l  b e l i e f  in  th e  B ro therhood  o f  Man, w h i le  engag ing  in  r e ­
l e n t l e s s  c o m p e t i t io n  w i th  a l l  i n d i v i d u a l  men. T h e o r e t i c a l l y ,  
i t  seemed p o s s ib l e  to  c o n c i l i a t e  th e  b e l i e f  w ith  the  p r a c t i c e  
w i th o u t  th e  i n t r u s i o n  o f  c o n t r a d i c t i o n .  U n f o r tu n a t e ly ,  w h i le  
t h i s  l i b e r a l i s m  was w inning  tr ium ph a f t e r  tr ium ph as a p o l i ­
t i c a l  f o rc e  in  Europe and A m erica, th e  fo u n d a t io n s  o f  i t s  doc­
t r i n e s  were r e c e iv i n g  shock a f t e r  shock . (A I, p . 33)
The l i b e r a l s  were n o t  m is ta k e n  in  s e e k in g  a compromise between s t r i f e  and
harmony; th ey  were m is ta k e n  i n  b e l i e v in g  t h a t  any compromise can a c h ie v e
f i n a l i t y .
W hitehead b e l i e v e s  t h a t  s t r i f e  and harmony a re  b o th  n e c e s s a ry  to  
a v i t a l  p o l i t y  and t h a t  " th e  i n t e l l e c t u a l  d r iv i n g  fo rc e  o f  s u c c e s s iv e  
g e n e r a t i o n s  w i l l  sway u n e a s i l y  betw een the  two" (AI, p .  3 2 ) .  E x c e ss iv e  
em phasis on s t r i f e  i n v i t e s  c y n ic i s m ,  though i t  may p ro v id e  "a  much needed 
c o r r e c t i v e  to  an u n q u a l i f i e d ,  s e n t im e n ta l  h u m a n i ta r ia n is m "  (AI, p .  3 2 ) .
The i d e a l  o f  harmony may be a v a lu a b le  spu r  to  z e s t f u l  and rew ard ing  l i f e ,  
o r  i t  may d e g e n e r a te  i n t o  w orld  deny ing  r e n u n c i a t i o n  o r  m in d le s s  a c t i v i s m .  
In  W h ite h e a d 's  v iew , i t  i s  th e  g l o r y  o f  C h r i s t i a n i t y  and th e  P l a to n i c  t r a ­
d i t i o n  to  have p ro v id e d  th e  w es t  w i th  i t s  most rew ard ing  i d e a l s ,  b u t  the  
w e s te rn  i n t e l l e c t u a l  t r a d i t i o n  i s  n o t  w i th o u t  d a n g e r .  " C h r i s t i a n i t y  has  
wavered betw een B u d d h is t ic  r e n u n c i a t i o n ,  and i t s  own i m p r a c t i c a b l e  i d e a l s  
c u lm in a t in g  in  a c ru d e  m il len n iu m  w i th in  the  tem pora l  f lu x "  (AI, p .  3 3 ) .
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In the  p o l i t i c a l  a re n a  s t r i f e  r e s u l t s  from th e  i n t e r p l a y  o f  
t h r e e  f a c t o r s :  t h e  need  f o r  c o o r d i n a t i o n ,  i n d iv i d u a l i s m  and the  de­
mand f o r  group autonomy. The q u a r r e l  betw een th e  s t a t e  and the  i n d i ­
v id u a l  d e r i v e s  from v a ry in g  s t r e s s  on " I n d i v id u a l  A b so lu te n e ss  and 
I n d iv i d u a l  R e l a t i v i t y . "  The i n d i v i d u a l —h e re  u n d e rs to o d  as a p e r s o n a l  
s o c i e t y — i s  b o th  un iq u e  and r e l a t e d  to  a l l  o t h e r s .  But to  the  o f f i c e r s  
o f  the  s t a t e ,  th e  i n d i v i d u a l  i s  o f t e n  as n o th in g .  Yet the  i n d iv i d u a l  may 
c o n s id e r  h im s e l f  a l l  im p o r ta n t .  C o n se q u e n tly ,  the  i n d iv i d u a l  and the  
S t a t e  may come i n t o  c o n f l i c t .  The g e n e r a l  c o n d i t io n s  f o r  r e s o lv in g  t h i s  
c o n f l i c t  s a t i s f a c t o r i l y  a r e  tw o fo ld .  The S t a t e  must u se  com pulsion  to  
p r e s e r v e  th e  p u b l ic  o r d e r  and m in im ize  com pulsion  to  s e c u re  the  f r u i t s  
o f  l i b e r t y .  Compulsion i s  n o t  in  i t s e l f  d e s i r a b l e ,  b u t  i t  i s  n e c e s s a r y .  
"There  can be no e v a s io n  o f  th e  p l a i n  f a c t  t h a t  com pulsion  i s  n e c e s s a ry  
and t h a t  com pulsion  i s  th e  r e s t r i c t i o n  o f  l i b e r t y "  (AI, p .  5 6 ) .  Never­
t h e l e s s ,  freedom and d i v e r s i t y  a r e  p r e r e q u i s i t e s  f o r  th e  good l i f e .  
W hitehead o b s e rv e s  t h a t  s o c i a l  t o l e r a n c e  i s  r e q u i s i t e  f o r  "h igh  c i v i l ­
i z a t i o n . "  He n o te s  t h a t  t h i s  t r u t h  r e c e iv e s  i t s  f i r s t  e x p l i c i t  d e fe n se
in  th e  f u n e r a l  o r a t i o n  o f  P e r i c l e s  a s  r e p o r t e d  by Thucydides (AI, pp . 50-
£
5 1 ) .  He f u r t h e r  n o t e s  t h a t  th e  P l a t o n i c  d i a l o g u e s ,  which s ta n d  as a 
c o r n e r s to n e  to  W estern  c i v i l i z a t i o n ,  " c o n s t i t u t e  one p ro longed  apology f o r  
freedom  o f  c o n te m p la t io n ,  and f o r  freedom  o f  th e  communication o f  con­
t e m p la t iv e  e x p e r ie n c e s "  (A I, p .  5 1 ) .  But the  P e r i c l e a n  i d e a l  o f  s o c i a l  
o r d e r  does  n o t  r e c e iv e  i t s  v a l i d a t i o n  e x c l u s i v e l y  th rough  t r a d i t i o n .  The 
prim acy o f  p e r s u a s io n  ove r  f o r c e  i s  c o s m o lo g ic a l ly  grounded in  the
W h ite h e a d 's  a d m i r a t io n  f o r  th e  f u n e r a l  o r a t i o n  was so g r e a t  t h a t  
he su g g e s te d  t h a t  i t  r e p l a c e  the  book o f  R e v e la t io n  as  the  c o n c lud ing  
c h a p te r  o f  the  B ib l e .  AI, pp. 170-71.
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r e q u i r e m e n ts  f o r  h i g h e r ,  more re w a rd in g  e x p e r ie n c e .
The p e c u l i a r  c i v i l i z a t i o n  o f  speech  a r i s e s  from i t s  s t r e s s  
upon th e  a e s t h e t i c  end o f  a l l  a c t i o n .  A B a r b a r i a n  speaks  in  
term s o f  power. He dreams o f  th e  superman w i th  th e  m ailed  
f i s t .  He may p l a s t e r  h i s  l u s t  w i th  s e n t i m e n t a l  m o r a l i t y  o f  
C a r l y l e ' s  ty p e .  But u l t i m a t e l y  h i s  f i n a l  good i s  conce ived  
a s  one w i l l  im posing i t s e l f  upon o th e r  w i l l s .  T h is  i s  i n t e l l e c ­
t u a l  b a rb a r is m .  The P e r i c l e a n  i d e a l  i s  a c t i o n  weaving i t s e l f  
i n t o  a  t e x t u r e  o f  p e r s u a s iv e  b e a u ty  a n a logous  to  th e  d e l i c a t e  
s p le n d o r  o f  n a t u r e .  (AI, p .  51)
In  W h ite h e a d 's  a n a l y s i s ,  th e  e t h i c a l  fo rc e  o f  p e r s u a s io n  i s  l im i t e d  by
th e  t r a g i c  n a tu r e  o f  e x i s t e n c e .  The r e f u s a l  to  l i v e  by th e  canons o f
re a s o n  on th e  p a r t  o f  some n e c e s s i t a t e s  com pu ls ion , b u t  we ought n o t
f o r g e t  t h a t  p e r s u a s io n  i s  a p o s i t i v e  good w hereas  com puls ion  i s  r i g h t  on ly
as  a d i c t a t e  o f  p ru d e n c e .
The c la im s  o f  the  i n d i v i d u a l  and th e  c la im s  o f  th e  s t a t e  do n o t  
e x h a u s t  th e  e le m en ts  o f  th e  p o l i t i c a l  l a n d s c a p e ,  W hitehead i s  no l e s s  
aware th an  De T o q u e v i l l e  o f  th e  im portance  o f  i n te r m e d ia r y  g roups in  
s o c i a l  l i f e . ^  W hitehead i n s i s t s  t h a t  the  s t a t e  must l i m i t  i t s  a u t h o r i t y  
o v e r  th e s e  g roups  i f  s a t i s f y i n g  harmony i s  to  be a c h ie v e d .  This  i s  p a r ­
t i c u l a r l y  t r u e  o f  s c i e n t i f i c  and p r o f e s s i o n a l  o r g a n i z a t i o n s .  The s t a t e  
i s  c o n s t a n t l y  tem pted to  t r a n s c e n d  i t s  p ro p e r  a u t h o r i t y  beyond i t s  sp h e re  
o f  com petence , and the  p r o f e s s i o n a l  g roups a r e  o f t e n  the  v i c t i m  (A I, p . 
6 1 ) .  G e n e r a l ly ,  W hitehead b e l i e v e s  t h a t  th e  p r o f e s s i o n s  ought p o l i c e  
th em se lv es  on th e  b a s i s  o f  " g e n e r a l  p r o f e s s i o n a l  o p in io n  a s  e x h ib i t e d  in
The r o l e  o f  in te r m e d ia r y ,  a s s o c i a t i o n a l  g roups  as  a p r o t e c t i v e  
wedge betw een th e  i n d i v i d u a l  and th e  s t a t e  i s  em phasized in  A le x is  De 
T o c q u e v i l l e ,  Democracy in  A m erica , 2 v o l s .  i n  one ,  t r a n s .  George Lawrence 
(New York: H arper  and Row, 1966; Anchor, 1969), pp . 513-28 and passim ;
W ill iam  K ornhauser ,  The P o l i t i c s  o f  Mass S o c ie ty  (G lencoe , I l l i n o i s :  F ree  
P r e s s ,  1959); R obert  N i s b e t ,  Community and Power [ fo rm e r ly  t i t l e d  The 
Q uest f o r  Community] (O x fo rd :  Oxford U n i v e r s i ty  P r e s s ,  1962).
th e  p r a c t i c e  o f  a c c r e d i t e d  i n s t i t u t i o n s "  (AI, p .  6 1 ) .  U n f o r tu n a t e ly ,  he 
does n o t  c a r e f u l l y  c o n s id e r  the  problem s o f  s o r t i n g  quack p r o f e s s io n s  
from g e n u in e ly  a c c r e d i t a b l e  p r o f e s s i o n s .  Nor does he c o n s id e r  the  problem  
o f  a d i s c i p l i n e  which h a s  l o s t  c o n f id e n c e  in  i t s  t h e o r e t i c a l  c o re  and i s  
u n a b le  to  e f f e c t i v e l y  combat th e  h e r e t i c s  w i th in  i t s  r a n k s .  In d eed ,  i f  
a l l  a r e  h e r e t i c s ,  who i s  to  d e c id e  on b e h a l f  o f  o r thodoxy?  For good o r  
i l l ,  p r o f e s s i o n a l  i s s u e s  r a p i d l y  become p o l i t i c a l  i s s u e s .  When faced  
w i th  com peting c la im s  c o n c e rn in g ,  f o r  i n s t a n c e ,  "wonder d r u g s , "  who i s  to  
d e c id e — th e  Food and Drug A d m in i s t r a t i o n ,  and American M edical A s s o c ia t io n ,  
th e  v iew e rs  o f  " S ix ty  M inu tes"  o r  Congressman Jones?  In  any e v e n t ,  we a re  
u s u a l l y  f a c e d ,  i n  c o n f l i c t s  betw een th e  s t a t e  and g roups  a n d /o r  i n d i v i d u a l s  
w i th  th e  n e c e s s i t y  f o r  making h a rd  d e c i s i o n s  w ith  o n ly  th e  v a g u e s t  g l im ­
m ering o f  p ro p e r  r e s o l u t i o n .  W hitehead does  n o t  d i s s o l v e  ou r  p e r p l e x i t y  
th rough  v e r b a l  gym nas t ic s  and b l u e p r i n t s  f o r  p e r f e c t i o n .  He m ere ly  r e ­
minds us o f  b o th  th e  v a lu e  and th e  co m p le x ity  o f  p e r s e r v in g  freedom  in  
modern s o c i e t y .
The P o s s i b i l i t y  o f  Freedom 
S ince  "freedom " i s  a q u i n t e s s e n t i a l  component o f  W h ite h ea d 's  
v i s i o n  o f  the  good s o c i e t y ,  i t  i s  a p p r o p r i a t e  to  c o n s id e r  the  a n g le  he 
p ro v id e s  on the  t r a d i t i o n a l  i s s u e s  in  p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo so p h y  su rro u n d in g  
th e  id e a  o f  freedom . As C hap te r  F ive  i n d i c a t e d ,  W h ite h e a d 's  e t h i c a l  
o u t lo o k  i s  l a r g e l y  t e l e o l o g i c a l  o r  u t i l i t a r i a n .  Thus, h i s  s ta n d a rd  o f  
judgment f o r  r i g h t  o r d e r  and r i g h t  a c t s  in  th e  p o l i t i c a l  a re n a  would 
n a t u r a l l y  be t e l e o l o g i c a l ,  p l a c in g  him s q u a re ly  in  th e  t r a d i t i o n  o f  
A r i s t o t l e  and A quinas . I f  t h i s  i s  the  c a s e ,  h i s  th e o ry  must a d d re s s  a 
range  o f  t h e o r e t i c a l  problem s a s s o c i a t e d  w ith  m an 's  freedom  to  choose
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among a l t e r n a t i v e s .  The pu rpose  o f  t h i s  s e c t i o n  i s  to  o u t l i n e  some 
o f  th e s e  problem s and to  i n d i c a t e  the  d i r e c t i o n  W h ite h e a d 's  th o u g h t  cou ld  
ta k e  in  a t t e m p t in g  to  answer th e  q u e s t io n s  r a i s e d .  The p a y o f f  sh ou ld  come 
by i l l u s t r a t i n g  t h a t  W h ite h e a d 's  app roach  a l lo w s  f r e s h  l i n e s  o f  a t t a c k  on 
th e  p rob lem s—-no t  by s u g g e s t in g  t h a t  he " s o l v e s "  t h e s e  a n c ie n t  connundrums.
A p r o f i t a b l e  way to  b e g in  th e  d i s c u s s i o n  o f  freedom  i s  by i n t r o ­
duc ing  th e  r e l a t e d  problem s o f  " o b l i g a t i o n . "  The prob lem  has  been c o n s i ­
d e re d  p a r t i c u l a r l y  a c u te  f o r  e t h i c a l  t h e o r i e s  t h a t  a re  t e l e o l o g i c a l ;  
t h e r e f o r e ,  i t  would seem im p e r a t iv e  to  f a c e  the  i s s u e  s q u a r e l y .  M art in  P. 
G old ing  r a i s e s  th e  problem  o f  o b l i g a t i o n  c o n c i s e ly  in  h i s  d i s c u s s io n  o f  
A q u inas ' c la im  t h a t  a p u r p o r te d  law has  " th e  f o r c e  o f  law" i f  i t  i s  "a
g
r e a s o n a b le  d i r e c t i o n  toward th e  a t t a in m e n t  o f  a g iv e n  e n d ."  Gold ing
c i t e s  th e  c l a s s i c  K a n t i a n / d e o n t o l o g ic a l  c r i t i c i s m  o f  th e  p o s i t i o n .
D e o n to lo g i s t s  h o ld  t h a t  the  th e o r y  f a i l s  to  e x p la i n  why laws have " th e
a u t h o r i t y  o f  o b l i g a t i o n s . "
For lawmaking, on t h i s  t h e o r y ,  in v o lv e s  what Inmanual Kant 
c a l l e d  " h y p o t h e t i c a l  i m p e r a t i v e s . "  When th e  lawmaker i s s u e s  
h i s  d i r e c t i v e  to  do A, he i s  p re su p p o s in g  th e  v a l i d i t y  o f  a 
h y p o t h e t i c a l  im p e ra t iv e  o f  th e  form " I f  you w ish  to  a c h ie v e  
end E, th e n  you o ugh t  to  (m ust)  do A" o r ,  p e rh a p s ,  " i f  you 
w ish  to  a c h ie v e  E, th en  A i s  th e  b e s t  th in g  to  d o . "  C l e a r l y ,  
such h y p o t h e t i c a l  im p e r a t iv e s  do n o t  g iv e  r i s e  to  o b l i g a t i o n s .
We can see  t h i s  by c o n s id e r in g  the  h y p o t h e t i c a l  im p e ra t iv e  " I f  
you w ish  to  f i x  th e  K itchen  s i n k ,  then  you o ugh t  to  (m ust)  use  a 
w re n c h ."  Even i f  i t  i s  assumed t h a t  one does  w ish  to  f i x  the  
s in k ,  the  co n seq u e n t  ("you  o ugh t  to  use  a w rench")  h a r d ly  amounts 
to  an o b l i g a t i o n  to  u s e  a w rench. Laws, i t  i s  a rg u e d ,  a r e  in  
e x a c t ly  th e  same c a s e . 9
I f  t h i s  argum ent i s  a c c e p te d ,  i t  a p p l i e s  w i th  e q u a l  fo rc e  to  the  e t h i c a l
p o s i t i o n  d e s c r ib e d  i n  C h a p te r  F iv e .  The n o t io n  t h a t  " r i g h t  means p roducing
g
M art in  P . G o ld ing , P h i lo so p h y  o f  Law (Englewood C l i f f s ,  New J e r s e y :  
P r e n t i c e  H a l l ,  1975), p .  31.
9I b id .
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harm onious o r d e r  in  ac co rd a n ce  wich G od 's  aim i s  reduced  to  a non- 
o b l i g a t o r y  h y p o t h e t i c a l  im p e r a t iv e .
N e v e r th e le s s ,  t h e r e  i s  a d e f e n s i b l e  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  f o r  th e  mean­
ing  o f  o b l i g a t i o n  u n d e r ly in g  A q u in a s '  t e l e o l o g i c a l  e t h i c  which Golding 
s im ply  o v e r l o o k s . I n  G o ld in g 's  a rgum ent, we a r e  asked w he ther  we 
w ish  to  f i x  th e  s in k .  Make th e  te rm in o lo g y  s t r o n g e r  and the  d e n i a l  o f  
o b l i g a t o r i n e s s  lo s e s  i t s  p s y c h o lo g ic a l  f o r c e .  I f  I  in te n d  to  f i x  the  
s in k  and i f  the  wrench i s  th e  o n ly  s in k  f i x i n g  t o o l  a v a i l a b l e ,  in d ee d ,
I  must u se  the  w rench . 1 have e s t a b l i s h e d  what m ight be d e s c r ib e d  as 
an i n s t r u m e n ta l l y  i n c u r r e d  o b l i g a t i o n .  I f  I  am u n w i l l in g  to  l i f t  th e  
w rench, th e  e v id e n c e  i s  c o n c lu s iv e  t h a t  I  do n o t  in te n d  to  r e p a i r  my 
plumbing ( a t  p r e s e n t ,  a t  l e a s t ) .  T h is  i s  n o t  ev id e n c e  which d e n ie s  
my i n s t r u m e n ta l  o b l i g a t i o n  t o  use  my wrench i f  I  r e a l l y  in te n d  to  f i x  
th e  s in k .  N e v e r th e le s s ,  e s t a b l i s h i n g  t h a t  1 have an i n s t r u m e n ta l  o b l i ­
g a t i o n  does  n o t  e s t a b l i s h  t h a t  I  have a p r im ary  ( o r  c e r t a i n l y  n o t  an "ab­
s o l u t e " )  o b l i g a t i o n .  The q u e s t i o n  rem a ins :  Must I r e p a i r  th e  s in k ?
A q u inas ' r e p l y  (which d a t e s  back a t  l e a s t  to  A u g u s t in e )  i s  s im p le :
I  must do x b ecause  I  ca n n o t  f a i l  to  in te n d  y .  More s p e c i f i c a l l y ,  no 
one can f a i l  to  w i l l  h i s  own h a p p in e s s ;  and i f  he u n d e rs ta n d s  t h a t  which 
c o n t r i b u t e s  to  h i s  h a p p in e s s ,  he w i l l  n o t  f a i l  to  w i l l  i t . * *  This  i s
*®Golding does r e c o g n iz e  t h a t  A q u in a s '  e t h i c  i s  t e l e o l o g i c a l l y  
grounded , b u t  he does  n o t  c o n s id e r  w he ther  o r  n o t  one t e l e o l o g i c a l  th eo ry  
m igh t r e n d e r  a more p l a u s i b l e  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  e t h i c a l  e x p e r ie n c e  than  
a n o th e r .  G old ing  seems to  b e l i e v e  t h a t  the  s ta n d a r d s  f o r  o b l i g a t o r i n e s s  
must be p u r e ly  " f o r m a l . "
**S t .  Thomas A quinas , ST I I - I I ,  Q104, A r t .  4 ,  in  The P o l i t i c a l  Ideas  
o f  S t .  Thomas A q u in a s , ed .  Dino B ig o n g ia r i  (New York: H afne r ,  1953), p . 167. 
A q u in a s '  t h e o ry  o f  h a p p in e s s  i s  deve loped  in  SG I I I  c h a p s .  2 -3 ;  16-201 25- 
261 32-401 4 7 -4 8 .  C f .  S t .  A u g u s t in e ,  On Free  Choice o f  the  M i l l , t r a n s .
Anna S. Benjamin and L. H. H a c k s ta f f  ( I n d i a n a p o l i s :  B o b b s - M e r r i l l , 1964),
p . 29.
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what A quinas means by " o b l i g a t i o n . 11 O b l ig a t io n  i s  t h a t  which I  "must"
(c a n n o t  b u t )  do i f  I  know the  end toward which I am n a t u r a l l y  ( n e c e s ­
s a r i l y )  i n c l i n e d .  Aquinas l i n k s  th e  p u r s u i t  o f  j u s t i c e  to  th e  w i l l  o f  God 
which e t e r n a l l y  o r d a in s  t h a t  man p u rsu e  h i s  r i g h t f u l  n a t u r a l  and s u p e r ­
n a t u r a l  ends (w ith  th e  form er b e in g  s u b o rd in a te  in  im portance  in  impor­
ta n c e  to  th e  l a t t e r ) .  Man's h a p p in e s s  l i e s  in  th e  p u r s u i t  o f  h i s  p ro p er
e n d s ,  and G od 's  o rd in a n c e s  g iv e  r i s e  to  a "k ind  o f  n e c e s s i t y "  t h a t  i s  a n a l -  
agous to  e f f i c i e n t  c a u s a t io n  in  th e  non-human s p h e re .  As Aquinas p u ts  i t :
God i s  th e  f i r s t  mover o f  a l l  w i l l s  . . . .  T h e re fo re  j u s t  as 
a l l  n a t u r a l  th in g s  a re  s u b j e c t  to  d iv in e  m otion by a n a t u r a l  
n e c e s s i t y ,  so to o  a l l  w i l l s ,  by a k ind  o f  n e c e s s i t y  o f  j u s t i c e ,
a r e  bound to  obey th e  d iv in e  command.*2
P rim ary  o b l i g a t i o n  o r  " th e  n e c e s s i t y  o f  j u s t i c e "  d e r i v e s  from the  n e c e s ­
s i t y  t h a t  we w i l l  o u r  h a p p in e s s .  O b l ig a t io n  can be u n d e rs to o d  to  mean t h a t
which we ca n n o t  f a i l  to  do (and , t h e r e f o r e ,  must d o ) .  And t h i s  e t h i c  i s  
grounded in  a view t h a t  l i n k s  t e l e o lo g y  w ith  a cosmology v iew ing  God as 
th e  f i r s t  mover o f  a l l  w i l l s .
I t  would seem t h a t  W hitehead cou ld  n o t  a c c e p t  the  u n d e r s ta n d in g  of 
o b l i g a t i o n  as  t h a t  which we ca n n o t  f a i l  to  w i l l .  The d e f i n i t i o n  seems to  
h in g e  on some th e o ry  o f  d e te rm in ism , and W hitehead i s  c l e a r l y  no d e te r m in -  
i s t .  N e v e r th e le s s ,  the  r e j e c t i o n  o f  t o t a l  de te rm in ism  does n o t  imply t h a t  
X i s  d e te rm in ed  in  no r e s p e c t .  To say t h a t  X must w i l l  h i s  own h a p p in e s s  
i s  n o t  e q u iv a l e n t  to  s ay in g  t h a t  X h a s  no c h o ic e  co n c e rn in g  a n y th in g .  Thus, 
W h ite h e a d 's  t e l e o g i c a l  th e o ry  cou ld  be g r a f t e d  to  the  view o f  o b l i g a t i o n  
unde r  c o n s i d e r a t i o n .  The view canno t  be e n d o rs e d ,  however, w i th o u t  a d d re s ­
s in g  the  i s s u e  o f  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y .
12 S t ,  Thomas A quinas , ST I I - I I ,  Q104, A r t .  4 ,  in  The P o l i t i c a l  
I d e a s , p .  167.
The d i s c u s s io n  o f  o b l i g a t i o n  q u i t e  n a t u r a l l y  l e a d s  to  c o n s id e r a ­
t i o n  o f  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y .  Assuming t h a t  p e o p le  shou ld  be h e ld  m o ra l ly  
r e s p o n s i b l e  f o r  a c c e p t in g  t h e i r  o b l i g a t i o n s ,  th e  q u e s t io n  a r i s e s :  I f  no
one know ingly  can f a i l  to  w i l l  h i s  h a p p in e s s ,  what i s  the  b a s i s  f o r  
p r a i s e  o r  blame? How can one be h e ld  r e s p o n s i b l e  f o r  the  e v i l  o r  good th ey  
do? On a d e t e r m i n i s t  h y p o th e s i s ,  th e  q u e s t io n  o f  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  may be 
u n a n sw e ra b le .  I f  I  c a n n o t  b u t  do X, I  c a n n o t  be blamed o r  p r a i s e d  j u s t l y
f o r  do ing  X, though i t  may be good to  r e s t r a i n  me.
W hitehead i n s i s t s  on r e t a i n i n g  b o th  th e  id e a s  o f  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  
and freedom:
The p o i n t  to  be n o t i c e d  i s  t h a t  th e  a c t u a l  e n t i t y ,  in  a s t a t e  
o f  p ro c e s s  d u r in g  which i t  i s  n o t  f u l l y  d e f i n i t e ,  d e te rm in e s  
i t s  own u l t i m a t e  d e f i n i t e n e s s .  T h is  i s  the  whole p o i n t  o f  m oral 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t y .  Such r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  i s  c o n d i t io n e d  by th e  l i m i t s  
o f  th e  d a t a ,  and by the  c a t e g o r i c a l  c o n d i t i o n s  o f  c o n c re s c e n c e .  (PR, 
p .  255)
But even i f  s t r i c t  d e te rm in ism  i s  d e n ie d ,  a s  in  W h ite h e a d 's  c a s e ,  the  p ro ­
blem i s  n o t  n e c e s s a r i l y  r e s o l v e d .  I f  th e  ground f o r  m oral  a c t s  l i e s  in  
th e  p u r s u i t  o f  h a p p in e s s  and i f  I  c a n n o t  w i l l  my own u n h a p p in e ss  know ingly , 
th e  so u rc e  o f  my m oral  f a i l i n g s  must l i e  in  ig n o ra n c e ,  and I  c anno t  be
blamed j u s t l y  f o r  what amounts to  mere e r r o r  on my p a r t .
The answer may l i e  in  removing the  s t r i c t  d ichotomy between "happy" 
and "unhappy ."  There  a r e  many g rad e s  o f  becoming t h a t  l i e  betw een maximal 
h a p p in e s s  and maximal u n h a p p in e s s .  While i t  may n o t  be p o s s i b l e  f o r  me 
knowingly to  choose maximal u n h ap p in ess  ( though  Imay u n w i t t i n g l y  re a c h  t h a t  
s t a t e ) ,  i t  i s  p o s s i b l e  to  choose l e s s  than  maximal h a p p in e s s .  A c h o ic e  o f  
t h i s  s o r t  would r e s u l t  from a la c k  o f  m oral  courage  f o r  which I  c o u ld  be 
j u s t l y  b lam ed. (C o n v e rse ly ,  I  would be p r a i s e d  f o r  a maximal e f f o r t . )
These musings c o rre sp o n d  re a s o n a b ly  w e l l  w i th  W h ite h e a d 's  th e o ry  
o f  becoming which s u g g e s t s  t h a t  i t  may r e q u i r e  some e f f o r t  o f  w i l l  to
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a t t a i n  a s t a t e  o f  r e a l i z a t i o n  a p p r o p r i a t e  to  a s p e c i f i c  g rade  o f  becom­
in g .  When faced  w ith  c o n f l i c t  a r i s i n g  from v a r i a n t  v a l u a t i o n a l  a im s, i t  
may be e a sy  to  ad o p t  th e  p a th  o f  l e a s t  r e s i s t a n c e  and la p s e  i n t o  a degraded  
s t a t e .  For i n s t a n c e ,  i f  my hand h u r t s  from w r i t i n g ,  I  may f in d  i t  e a s i e r  
to  p u t  down my pen and w a i t  u n t i l  a n o th e r  day to  f i n i s h  what I  am w r i t i n g .  
However, 1 may be c o n v in ced ,  c o r r e c t l y ,  t h a t  I  s h a l l  lo s e  the  th re a d  o f  my 
argum ent and, s u b s e q u e n t ly ,  p roduce  a poor p ie c e  o f  w r i t i n g  i f  I  s t o p .  I f  
I  choose to  s to p ,  1 knowingly  have chosen  a lower g rad e  o f  becoming over  
a h ig h e r  g rad e  o f  becoming— I have chosen  d im in ish e d  p a in  ( o r  in  some 
c a s e s ,  momentary p l e a s u r e )  ove r  t r u e  h a p p in e s s .  I  have n o t ,  however, w i l l e d  
my maximal u n h a p p in e s s ,  no r  cou ld  I  do so w i th  f u l l  knowledge.
U n f o r tu n a t e ly ,  th e  m o d i f i c a t i o n  o f  th e  o r i g i n a l  h a p p in e s s  t h e s i s  
w recks th e  s t r i c t  o b l i g a t o r i n e s s  (m u s tn ess )  o f  th e  o r i g i n a l .  There seems 
to  be no se n se  in  which I  "must" w i l l  maximal h a p p in e s s .  Th is  s u g g e s t s  the  
need to  m odify o r  abandon th e  r e q u i re m e n t  t h a t  law and m o r a l i t y  be o b l i g a ­
t o r y .
I f  o b l i g a t i o n  i s  c o n s t ru e d  in  term s o f  m ustnes^  and i f  m ustness  means 
"we have no c h o ic e  b u t  to  . . . , "  W hitehead would p ro b a b ly  r e j e c t  the  
need f o r  o b l i g a t i o n .  I f  on th e  o t h e r  hand , o b l i g a t i o n  means t h a t  we ought 
to  do what i s  r i g h t ,  W hitehead would c l e a r l y  a s s e n t ,  and what i s  r i g h t  
means a c t i n g  in  a c co rd a n ce  w ith  G od 's  aim toward harmony. We ought to  do 
i t  b e c au se  i t  i s  a )  r e a s o n a b le  and b) conducive  to  h a p p in e s s .  Whitehead 
r e j e c t s  any view o f  g ove rnance , D iv ine  o r  human, which grounds r i g h t  in  
m ight em phasiz ing  what we a re  fo rc e d  to  do . O b l ig a t io n  i s  n o t  something 
we a r e  co e rc e d  i n t o ;  i t  i s  som eth ing  we f r e e l y  and r a t i o n a l l y  a c c e p t  a s  a 
c o n d i t i o n  f o r  ou r  h a p p in e s s .  I f  a government employs c o e r c io n ,  i t  i s  
j u s t i f i e d  o n ly  to  the  e x t e n t  t h a t  i t  p r e s e r v e s  and d e fe n d s  the  c o n d i t io n s
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f o r  h a p p in e s s .  Law i s ,  by A q u in a s '  d e f i n i t i o n ,  "an  o rd in a n c e  o f  re a so n  p r o -
13m ulga ted  by him who h a s  c a r e  o f  th e  com m unity ."  But n e i t h e r  Aquinas nor  
W hitehead view  th e  o rd in a n c e s  o f  governm ent a s  a b s o lu t e ;  th e  o b l i g a t i o n  
a r i s e s  on ly  be c au se  th e  law i s  r e a s o n a b le ;  i . e .  o rd a in e d  by God and con­
d u c iv e  to  h a p p in e s s .  The " a u t h o r i t y  o f  o b l i g a t i o n s "  does n o t  r e s t  w ith  
t h e  m ustness  o f  guns ,  b u t  w i th  th e  r a t i o n a l  d e c i s i o n s  o f  God and Man.
T h is  view o f  law as a r a t i o n a l  in s t ru m e n t  f o r  harm onious a d ju s tm e n t  i s  
q u i t e  c o n s i s t e n t  w i th  the  s t r e s s  on freedom  and p e r s u a s io n  as d e s i d e r a t a  
f o r  r i g h t  o r d e r  o u t l i n e d  i n  the  p r e c e d in g  s e c t i o n .  The view may p ro v id e  
a rough i n d i c a t i o n  o f  why we shou ld  obey some law s .  Law i s  a p r e c o n d i t i o n  
f o r  r a t i o n a l  developm ent o f  maximum h a p p in e s s —h a p p in e s s  r e q u i r e s  ( c o e r ­
c iv e )  o r d e r .  On th e  th o rn y  q u e s t io n  o f  when we shou ld  obey o r  d iso b e y  hu­
man law s, the  approach  p ro v id e s  l e s s  i n s t r u c t i o n .  Of c o u r s e ,  t h i s  i s  a 
q u e s t i o n  to  which volumes have been  d e d ic a t e d .  H ere ,  th e  q u e s t io n  o n ly  
can be l e f t  a s  a quandry .
The q u e s t io n s  o f  o b l i g a t i o n  and r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  a r e  c e n t r a l l y  r e ­
l a t e d  to  th e  problem  o f  freedom . As n o te d ,  W hitehead seek s  to  r e t a i n  both  
m oral  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  and freedom  to  d e c id e .  A lo n g s ta n d in g  enigma c e n t e r s  
upon th e  p o s s i b i l i t y  o f  fu s in g  th e  two. W hitehead p ro v id e s  a p l a u s i b l e  
cosmology a l lo w in g  f o r  n o v e l t y , b u t  t h a t  does n o t  mean t h a t  h i s  th e o ry  a l ­
lows f o r  th e  e x e r c i s e  o f  freedom  i f  freedom  i s  u n d e rs to o d  to  in v o lv e  
r e s p o n s i b l e  c h o ic e .  The d i f f i c u l t y  in v o lv e d  in  fu s in g  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  w i th  
n o v e l ty  i s  w e l l  i l l u s t r a t e d  by George P i t c h e r  in  h i s  book on W i t tg e n s t e i n .
P i t c h e r  b e g in s  by n o t in g  t h a t  the  c o n v ic t io n  t h a t  a l l  e v e n ts  have 
c a u se s  underm ines  ou r  b e l i e f  in  " f r e e  w i l l . "  He b e l i e v e s  t h a t  "psycho logy
13A quinas ,  ST, I - I I ,  Q 90, A r t .  4 ;  in  The P o l i t i c a l  I d e a s ,  p .  9 .
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and the  s o c i a l  s c i e n c e s  seem to  be moving e v e r  c l o s e r  to  th e  i d e a l  o f  
be ing  a b le  to  e x p la in  c a u s a l l y  a l l  human a c t i o n s . " ^  T h is  i n c r e d i b l e  
o v e r e s t im a t io n  o f  th e  s o c i a l  s c ie n c e s  i s  n o t  c r u c i a l  to  h i s  a rgum en t,  how­
e v e r .  P i t c h e r  a g re e s  to  concede , a rg u e n d o , t h a t  t h e r e  can be human 
a c t i o n s  which have no c a u s e s .  With th e  c o n c e s s io n ,
we o n ly  jump from th e  f r y in g  pan i n t o  the  f i r e  . . . .
The f r e e  human a c t i o n  now comes i n t o  th e  w orld o u t  o f  the  
b lu e ,  a s  a k ind  o f  m i r a c l e ,  a l t o g e t h e r  f o r t u i t o u s l y .  S ince  
i t  p ro ce e d s  from no c a u s e s ,  i t  t h e r e f o r e  o f  c o u r s e  p ro ce e d s  
from no c a u se s  in  th e  a g e n t  h i m s e l f ;  h e ,  in  s h o r t ,  i s  n o t  
r e s p o n s i b l e  f o r  i t — n o th in g  i s l a n d  so he c a n n o t  be blamed 
o r  p r a i s e d  f o r  i t s  o c c u r r e n c e .
T h is  has  been a fo u n d e r in g  p o in t  f o r  many " f r e e  w i l l "  d o c t r i n e s .  W hite­
h e a d 's  cosmology p r o v id e s  a f r e s h  s l a n t  on th e  p rob lem . The argument 
assumes t h a t  t h e r e  must be a s t r i c t  d ichotom y betw een t h a t  which i s  f r e e l y  
done and t h a t  which i s  " c a u s e d . "  W h ite h e a d 's  th e o ry  a c c e p t s  no such d ic h o ­
tomy. I t  p ro p o se s  t h a t  a )  t h e r e  a re  a n te c e d e n t  c a u se s  f o r  a l l  a c t u a l  e n t i ­
t i e s  o t h e r  th an  God, where c au se  i s  u n d e rs to o d  to  mean a n te c e d e n t  d a ta  which 
may be a c c e p te d  i n t o  th e  c o n s t i t u t i o n  o f  a p reh e n d in g  e n t i t y ;  b) a l l  a c t u a l  
e n t i t i e s  a r e  s e l f - c a u s e d ,  where cause  i s  u n d e rs to o d  to  mean the  " d e c i s io n "  
to  in c lu d e  a n te c e d e n t  d a ta  i n t o  o n e 's  c o n s t i t u t i o n ;  and c )  some a c t u a l  
e n t i t i e s  c o n s c io u s ly  d e c id e  to  in c lu d e  some c a u s e s  a n te c e d e n t  to  them in  
t h e i r  c o n s t i t u t i o n s  and ex c lu d e  o th e r  p o s s i b i l i t i e s .
For W hitehead , a b e in g  i s  i t s  d e c i s i o n ,  and d e c i s i o n s  c o n c e rn in g  
e i t h e r  what to  a c c e p t  from th e  p a s t  o r  what to  p ropose  to  p o s t e r i t y  can be 
n o v e l ,  r e s p o n s i b l e  and p a r t i a l l y  "caused"  by a n te c e d e n t  c o n d i t i o n s  ( though
14George P i t c h e r ,  The P h i lo so p h y  o f  W i t tg e n s t e i n  (Englewood C l i f f s ,  
New J e r s e y :  P r e n t i c e  H a l l ,  1964), p .  192.
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n o t  " d e t e r m in e d " ) .  F i r s t ,  I  can choose  from among the  a l t e r n a t i v e s  p ro ­
posed t o  me—w hether  to  wear a g ree n  s h i r t  o r  a red  o ne . Second, I  can 
choose  w he ther  o r  n o t  to  aim f o r  th e  r e t e n t i o n  o f  som ething n o v e l  w i th in  
me in  r o u t e s  o f  i n h e r i t a n c e  ly in g  beyond me—w hether  o r  n o t  "Yzak Moozum 
Rggg" w i l l  be th e  new name o f  what i s  p r e s e n t l y  known as  " K in g s l e y 's  Shoe 
Shop ."  F i n a l l y ,  I  can d e c id e  to  r e j e c t  o r  promote n o v e l t i e s  I  i n h e r i t  
from the  p a s t —w h e th e r  o r  n o t  to  say  " r i g h t  o n . "  A l l  o f  th e s e  ty p es  of 
d e c i s i o n  a r e  common to  ou r  e x p e r ie n c e ,  and none o f  them c l e a r l y  imply t h a t  
the  outcome must be e i t h e r  c o m p le te ly  d e te rm in e d  by a n te c e d e n t  sequences  
o r  t o t a l l y  uncaused  by s e l f  o r  o t h e r .
Even i f  i t  i s  conceded t h a t  a  s i n g l e  a c t u a l  e n t i t y  can a c t  f r e e l y  
and r e s p o n s i b l y ,  th e  e t h i c a l  and l e g a l  q u e s t i o n s  s u r ro u n d in g  r e s p o n s i b i l ­
i t y  and freedom  a re  n o t  r e s o l v e d .  I t  has  been argued  t h a t  W h ite h ea d 's
d e n i a l  o f  th e  s u b s t a n t i a l  i d e n t i t y  o f  a "man" w ith  h im s e l f  lay s  w aste  to
16o u r  most fundam en ta l  m oral  and l e g a l  n o t i o n s .  We do n o t  no rm a lly  t a l k  
abou t  p r a i s i n g ,  b lam ing  o r  p u n ish in g  "a  moment o f  e x p e r i e n c e " ;  we charge  
Jones  w i th  th e  crim e o f  m urder. C l e a r l y ,  the  moment o f  e x p e r ie n c e  t h a t  
f r e e l y  c o n te m p la te s  M ary 's  murder i s  n o t ,  on W h ite h e a d 's  th e o ry ,  the  "same" 
moment o f  e x p e r ie n c e  t h a t  c o n te m p la te s  the  complex e t e r n a l  o b j e c t  " e l e c ­
t r i c  c h a i r "  w i th  unbounded t r e p i d a t i o n .  How can we j u s t l y  p u n ish  t h i s  a c ­
t u a l  e n t i t y  f o r  the  s i n s  o f  i t s  p r e d e c e s s o r s ?
A nyth ing  more than  a  s u p e r f i c i a l  s k e tc h  o f  t h i s  problem  would take  
us  f a r  a f i e l d  i n t o  th e  s u b t l e t i e s  and r e f in e m e n ts  o f  l e g a l  th e o ry .
T h is  i s s u e  i s  d i s c u s s e d  in  Donald W. Sherburne  " R e s p o n s i b i l i t y ,  
Punishm ent and W h ite h ea d 's  Theory o f  th e  S e l f , "  in  A lf re d  North W hitehead: 
E ssays on His P h i lo so p h y  ed . George L. K lin e  (Englewood C l i f f s ,  New J e r s e y :  
P r e n t i c e  H a l l ,  1963), pp. 179-88.
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W hitehead p ro v id e s  few c l u e s ,  f o r  he n e v e r  seems to  have r e a l i z e d  t h a t  the  
prob lem  e x i s t s .  The b e s t  c lu e  l i e s ,  I  t h in k ,  in  one o f  th e  c e n t r a l  term s 
o f  the  p r e s e n t  a n a l y s i s :  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y .  The index  to  P ro c e s s  and R e a l i t y
c o n ta i n s  fo u r  r e f e r e n c e s  to  " r e s p o n s i b i l i t y "  (PR, pp. 47 ; 222; 224; 255), 
and th e s e  r e f e r e n c e s  d i r e c t  us to  m ajor  e le m en ts  o f  W h ite h e a d 's  t h e o r y .
The in d ex  c o n ta in s  no r e f e r e n c e s  to  " g u i l t , "  and I  do n o t  r e c a l l  W hite­
head e v e r  u s in g  the  word.
" I d e n t i t y "  i s  a f u n c t io n  o f  h i s t o r i c  r o u t e s  o f  s u c c e s s io n ,  the  
p ro d u c t  o f  the  i n d iv i d u a l  c o n t r i b u t i o n s  o f  each  moment o f  e x p e r ie n c e  
w i th in  a " s e r i a l l y  o rd e re d  s o c i e t y "  (PR, pp. 21; 551; 571; 78-79 ; 165; 
169-70; 192; 225; 2 2 7 ) .  A c o n s c io u s  s o c i e t y  t r a n s m i t s  d a ta  a long  long 
r o u t e s  o f  i n h e r i t a n c e  w i th  each  dom inant o c c a s io n  r e c e iv i n g  d a t a  from i t s  
p r e d e c e s s o r s ,  o r g a n iz in g  the  d a ta  and t r a n s m i t t i n g  i t  in  m od if ied  form 
to  su b seq u e n t  members o f  th e  s o c i e t y .  At each s ta g e  o f  c o n s c re s e n c e ,  the  
a c t u a l  e n t i t y  i s  r e s p o n s i b l e  f o r  what i t  c o n t r i b u t e s  to  th e  f u t u r e ,  b u t  
th e r e  i s  n o th in g  i t  can do abou t  th e  p a s t ,  which i s  o b j e c t i v e l y  im m o rta l .  
But an a c t u a l  e n t i t y  can  r e f u s e  to  c o n t in u e  th e  e f f e c t i v e  t r a n s m is s io n  o f  
h i s t o r i c  d e c i s i o n s  and a c t  r e s p o n s i b l y .  Pe rhaps  g u i l t  i s  u s e l e s s — a s  u s e ­
l e s s  a s  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  i s  n e c e s s a ry  i f  th e  a c t u a l  e n t i t y  c a r e s  f o r  the  
s o c i e t y  to  which i t  b e lo n g s .
W h ite h ea d 's  view o f  i d e n t i t y  seems to  lend  l i t t l e  a id  and com fo rt  
to  th e  r e t r i b u t i v i s t  view o f  law and m o ra ls .  R e t r i b u t i v i s m  i s  m is tak e n ,  
i f  W hitehead i s  c o r r e c t ,  in  i t s  b e l i e f  t h a t  t h e r e  a r e  s e lv e s  which "need" 
o r  " d e s e rv e "  pun ishm en t.  The b e l i e f  i s  succored  by a d e n i a l  o f  "change" 
a t  th e  l e v e l  o f  m a c ro -p ro c e s s — th e  le o p a rd  c a n n o t  change h i s  s p o t s ;  once 
a c r i m in a l  always a c r i m i n a l .  W hitehead r e j e c t s  t h i s  c h a r  c t e r o l o g i c a l  
d e te rm in ism  in  f a v o r  o f  in d e te rm in is m  coup led  w ith  r e s p o n s i b l e  d e c i s i o n s .
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W h ite h e a d 's  approach  p r e c lu d e s  the  id e a  t h a t  a " p e rso n "  may be judged 
to  f i t  a s i n g l e  p a t t e r n  once and f o r  a l l .  This  commits the  f a l l a c y  of 
m isp lac e d  c o n c r e t e n e s s .  But t h i s  l e g a l  q u e s t io n  r e v e r t s  to  the  m oral 
q u e s t io n s  adum brated e a r l i e r .  Do we a l s o  g iv e  up the  n o t io n s  o f  p r a i s e  
and blame? Can l e g a l  and m oral " r e s p o n s i b i l i t y "  e x te n d in g  beyond any 
s i n g l e  moment be r e t a i n e d ?  Are m oral n o t io n s  c onnec ted  w i th  s u b s t a n t i a l  
p r e d i c a t e s  t r u l y  d i s p e n s a b le ?
These a r e  h a rd  q u e s t io n s  which no more can r e c e iv e  r e s o l u t i o n  h e re  
th an  the  enigma c o n c e rn in g  v o l u n ta r y  a c t s  o f  e v i l  d i s c u s s e d  e a r l i e r .
The p o i n t s  to  be remembered a r e :  a )  t h a t  th e s e  t r a d i t i o n a l  q u e s t io n s  o f
p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h y  a r e  m ean ing fu l  and im p o r ta n t  in  the  c o n te x t  o f  
W h ite h e a d 's  cosmology and b) t h a t  h i s  i n d e t e r m i n i s t  cosmology a t  l e a s t  
s u g g e s t s  some i n t e r e s t i n g  d i r e c t i o n s  f o r  p u rsu in g  the  q u e s t i o n s .
U to p ia ,  Humanism and C r i s i s
Having b r i e f l y  i n d i c a t e d  th e  r e le v a n c e  o f  W h ite h e a d 's  s p e c u l a t i v e  
p h i lo so p h y  t o  some en d u r in g  p u z z le s  in  p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h y ,  i t  i s  a p p ro -  
p r i a t e  to  c o n s id e r  some a p p l i c a t i o n s  o f  h i s  th e o ry  to  contem porary  i n q u i r ­
i e s .  The d i s c u s s i o n  fo c u s e s  upon u t o p i a ,  humanism and c r i s i s .  The f i r s t  
i s s u e  was s e l e c t e d  because  i t  l i n k s  w e l l  w i th  th e  d i s c u s s i o n  o f  " o rd e r "  
w ith  which th e  c h a p te r  began . The second i s  in c lu d e d  because  i t  s e rv e s  
to  r e a f f i r m  th e  c l a s s i c a l ,  t h e o c e n t r i c  base  o f  W h ite h e a d 's  th in k in g  and 
because  C h a r le s  H a r t s h o r n e 's  c r i t i q u e  o f  humanism in v o lv e s  an i n t e r e s t i n g  
a t t e m p t  to  a p p ly  a ro u g h ly  "W hitehead ian"  s ta n d a rd  and approach  to  a m ajor 
i s s u e  in  p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h y .  The i s s u e  o f  " c r i s i s "  i s  c o n s id e r e d  w ith  
th e  i s s u e  o f  humanism b e c au se  the  two i s s u e s  a r e  t i e d  t o g e t h e r  in  much 
con tem porary  p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h y .
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U top ia  and R ea lism  
W h ite h e a d 's  r e c o g n i t i o n  o f  th e  im portance  and l i m i t a t i o n s  o f  
" i d e a l s "  f o r  p o l i t i c a l  l i f e  n a t u r a l l y  l e a d s  to  a c o n s i d e r a t i o n  o f  the  
r o l e  o f  " u to p i a "  in  th e  w e s te rn  i n t e l l e c t u a l  t r a d i t i o n . ^  I d e a l s ,  
u to p ia n  o r  o th e r w i s e ,  a r e  n o t  "now here ."  They " e x i s t "  in  a n t i c i p a t i o n  
as  the  n o t - y e t .  U top ian  i d e a l s  a r e  c h a r a c t e r i z e d  by t h e i r  f i n a l i t y — the  
end p o i n t  toward which the  logos  moves o r  the  p e r f e c t  s t a t e  which can  be 
a t t a i n e d  i f  c e r t a i n  c o n d i t i o n s  a r e  m et. As i n d i c a t e d  e a r l i e r ,  f o r  W hite­
h ead ,  u l t i m a t e  i d e a l s  a r e  bo th  v a lu a b le  and d a n g e ro u s .  They a re  v a lu a ­
b l e  because  th e y  p r o v id e  the  m oral ene rgy  needed to  a c h ie v e  n o v e l  h a r ­
m onies; th e y  a re  dangerous  b e c au se  n o th in g  in  o u r  e x p e r ie n c e  w a r ra n ts  
b e l i e f  i n  a f i n a l  s t a t e  o f  p e r f e c t i o n .  The u to p ia n  im pu lse  can be 
tamed o n ly  i f  a s e n se  o f  t ra n s c e n d e n c e  i s  r e t a i n e d — " th e  aim i s  always be­
yond the  a t t a i n e d  f a c t "  (A I, p .  8 1 ) .  U n f o r tu n a t e ly ,  U top ians  f o r g e t  the
" e q u a t io n s  o f  r e a l i t y "  which r e q u i r e  "h a rd  d e c i s i o n s , "  as  W alte r  Lippraann 
18would have i t .  F u r th e rm o re ,  U top ians  la c k  the  f o r e s i g h t  to  c o n s id e r
The l i t e r a t u r e  on " u to p i a "  in  p r a c t i c a l  and t h e o r e t i c a l  l i f e  has  
grown c o n s id e r a b l y  in  r e c e n t  y e a r s .  See Frank  E. Manuel, e d . ,  U top ians  
and U top ian  Thought (New York: Houghton M i f f l i n ,  1966; Beacon, 1967);
Frank  E. Manuel, The P ro p h e ts  o f  P a r i s  (Cambridge, M a ss a c h u s e t t s :  Harvard
U n i v e r s i t y  P r e s s ,  1962; H arper  T orchbooks, 1965); K a r l  Mannheim, Ideo logy  
and U to p ia :  An I n t r o d u c t i o n  to  th e  S o c io logy  o f  Knowledge, t r a n s .  Louis
W irth  and Edward S h i l s  (New York: H a r c o u r t ,  B race ,  Jo v a n o v ic h ,  1936);
M a r t in  Buber, P a th s  in  U to p ia , t r a n s .  R. F . C. H u ll  (London: R outledge  and
Kegan P a u l ,  1949); Lewis Mumford, The S to ry  o f  U to p ia s  (New York: Bani and
L i v e r i g h t ,  1922); J u d i t h  S h k la r ,  A f t e r  U to p ia :  The D e c l in e  o f  P o l i t i c a l
F a i t h  ( P r i n c e to n ,  New J e r s e y :  P r in c e to n  P r e s s ,  1957); George K ateb , U top ia
and I t s  Enemies (G lencoe, I l l i n o i s :  F ree  P r e s s ,  1963).
18W a lte r  Lippmann, E ssays  in  the  P u b l ic  P h i lo so p h y  (B oston : L i t t l e ,
Brown, 1955; M entor, 1956), pp .  4 0 -4 2 .
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the  o f t e n t im e s  d i s a s t r o u s  consequences  o f  t h e i r  p r o p o s a l s  fo r  r e fo rm — a 
tendency  which i s  e x a c e rb a te d  by e x c e s s iv e  m oral f e r v o r .  As W hitehead 
p u ts  i t ,  " i t  may be b e t t e r  t h a t  th e  heavens  shou ld  f a l l ,  b u t  i t  i s  f o l l y  
to  ig n o re  th e  f a c t  t h a t  th ey  w i l l  f a l l "  (AI, p . 2 1 ) .
R e c o g n i t io n  o f  th e  f o l l i e s  o f  U top ian ism  does n o t  amount to  a
s a n c t i o n  o f  a h a r d - b o i l e d  r e a l i s m  t h a t  would e x p e l  a l l  i d e a l s  from " th e
r e a l  w o r ld ."  I d e a l s  may have l i t t l e  p r a c t i c a l  im portance  a t  the  time
they  a r e  e n u n c ia te d ,  b u t  t h e i r  long term  im portance  may be monumental.
I m p r a c t i c a b l e  i d e a l s  a r e  a program  f o r  re fo rm .  Such a p ro ­
gram i s  n o t  to  be c r i t i c i z e d  by imm ediate p o s s i b i l i t i e s .
P r o g re s s  c o n s i s t s  in  m od ify ing  th e  laws o f  n a tu r e  so t h a t  the  
R epub lic  on E a r th  may conform  to  t h a t  S o c ie ty  to  be d i s c e r n e d  
i d e a l l y  by the  d i v i n a t i o n  o f  Wisdom. (A I, p .  42)
W hitehead i l l u s t r a t e s  th e  slow  working c h a r a c t e r  o f  i d e a l s  w i th  r e f e r e n c e
to  the  n o t io n  o f  Humanity as  co n c e iv e d  in  c l a s s i c a l  and C h r i s t i a n  th o u g h t .
A ccord ing  to  W hitehead , th e  n o t io n  o f  th e  B ro therhood  o f  Man en­
j o i n s  th e  p r a c t i c e  o f  s l a v e r y .  But th e  a b o l i t i o n  o f  s l a v e r y  was an im prac­
t i c a b l e  dream in  a n c i e n t  s o c i e t y .  N e v e r th e le s s ,  t h i s  and o th e r  im p l ic a t i o n s  
o f  th e  i d e a l  were worked o u t  and b ro u g h t  i n t o  p r a c t i c e  d u r in g  the  long 
c o u rs e  o f  W estern  h i s t o r y .  P a r a d o x i c a l l y ,  the  a b o l i t i o n  o f  s l a v e r y  r e ­
c e iv e d  i t s  f i n a l  im petus  d u r in g  the  p e r io d  when c l a s s i c a l  humanism was
faced  w i th  i t s  most s e r i o u s  t h e o r e t i c a l  c h a l l e n g e .  Hume's r e d u c t io n  o f  
r e a l i t y  to  a " f l u x  o f  im p re s s io n s  and o f  r e a c t i o n s  to  im p re s s io n s ,  each 
im p re ss io n  a d i s t i n c t ,  s e l f - s u f f i c i e n t  e x i s t e n c e ,  was v e ry  d i f f e r e n t  to  
the  P l a t o n i c  s o u l"  (AI, p . 2 9 ) .  A ccord ing  to  W hitehead , Hume drew the
p ro p e r  c o n c lu s io n  from h i s  m e ta p h y s ic s  and p s y c h o lo g ic a l  hedonism .
W hitehead q u o te s  Hume's T r e a t i s e , P a r t  I I  S e c t io n  I ,  which a s s e r t s  t h a t
In  g e n e r a l ,  i t  may be a f f i r m 'd  t h a t  t h e r e  i s  no such p a s s io n  
in  human m inds, a s  th e  love  o f  mankind, m ere ly  as such , 
in d ep e n d e n t  o f  p e r s o n a l  q u a l i t i e s ,  o r  s e r v i c e s ,  o r  r e l a t i o n  
to  o u r s e l f .  (AI, p . 30)
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But Hume's a s s e r t i o n  e n t a i l s  a s e r i o u s  t h e o r e t i c a l  d i f f i c u l t y .  What 
c o u ld  e x p la i n  th e  m oral  f e r v o r  w i th  which s l a v e r y  was opposed by th e  
C a th o l i c  m i s s i o n a r i e s  in  A m erica, th e  Quaker John Woolman o r  th e  f r e e  
t h i n k e r  Thomas P a in e?  " In  some m y s te r io u s  way, they  a l l  c a re d  fo r  
'm ankind m ere ly  as  s u c h '"  (AI, p .  3 0 ) .  Beyond Hume's t h e o r e t i c a l  p ro ­
blems l i e s  a p o in t  t h a t  W hitehead th in k s  w orth  n o t i c i n g .  Men l i k e  Hume 
and H uxley , n o tw i th s ta n d in g  t h e i r  t h e o r e t i c a l  d i s p o s i t i o n s ,  were i n c l in e d  
to  oppose s l a v e r y .  In  e f f e c t ,  th e  " im p r a c t i c a b l e "  i d e a l s  o f  C h r i s t i a n i t y  
and P la to n i s m  had become th e  i n t e l l e c t u a l  a i r  which s k e p t i c a l  men b re a th e d  
u n c o n s c io u s ly .  The h a r d - b o i l e d  r e a l i s t  l i v e s  from the  c a p i t a l  o f  i d e a l s  
he e x p l i c i t y  r e p u d i a t e s .
Humanism and C r i s i s  
W h ite h e a d 's  a t t e m p t  to  w alk  th e  t i g h t r o p e  betw een th e  e x c e s s e s  o f  
th e  U to p ian s  and th e  c o r r o s iv e  f o r c e  o f  s k e p t i c i s m  b r in g s  us to  th e  ques­
t i o n  o f  "humanism ." How can we p r e s e r v e  ou r  a t ta c h m e n t  to  th e  b ro th e rh o o d  
o f  man? Can modern " s e c u l a r  humanism" s u c c e s s f u l l y  walk  the  t ig h t r o p e ?  
C h a r le s  H a r ts h o r n e ,  whose th e ism  i s  m arkedly  i n s p i r e d  by W h ite h ea d 's  v i s i o n  
o f  God, a rg u e s  t h a t  i t  c a n n o t .  He b e l i e v e s  t h a t  "humanism" i s  a d o c t r i n e  
which s u f f e r s  from i t s  " n a r r o w n e s s ."  H a r tsh o rn e  d e s c r i b e s  humanism as  f o l ­
lows :
In  g e n e r a l ,  h u m an is ts  h o ld  t h a t  so f a r  as  we know, man i s  the  
h i g h e s t  type  o f  i n d i v i d u a l  in  e x i s t e n c e ,  and t h a t  t h e r e f o r e  i f  
t h e r e  i s  any p ro p e r  o b j e c t  o f  r e l i g i o u s  d e v o t io n ,  any r e a l  "God," 
i t  can  o n ly  be hum anity  c o n s id e re d  in  i t s  n o b l e s t  a s p i r a t i o n s  
and c a p a c i t i e s ,  t o g e th e r^ H i th  n a tu r e  so f a r  a s  e x p re s se d  in  and 
s e r v i c e a b l e  to  h u m an i ty .
19C h a r le s  H a r t s h o r n e ,  Beyond Humanism: Essays in  the  P h ilo sophy
o f  N a t u r e , 2nd ed .  (New York: W i l l e t t ,  C la rk ,  1937; U n i v e r s i ty  of Nebraska
P r e s s ,  1968), p .  2 . A s u b s t a n t i a l  body o f  c r i t i c a l  l i t e r a t u r e  c o n c e rn in g
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H a r tsh o rn e  c o n s id e r s  th e  c o n c e p t io n  o f  man as the  h i g h e s t  i n s t a n c e  o f  
" v a lu e "  and " r e a l i t y "  to  be d e f i c i e n t .
A ccord ing  to  H a r ts h o rn e ,  th e  p r im ary  d e f i c i e n c y  o f  humanism i s  
i t s  f a i l u r e  t o  ta k e  t im e s e r i o u s l y .  The c la im  t h a t  man—o r  m an 's  e n jo y ­
m ent— i s  th e  supreme in s t a n c e  o f  v a lu e  toward which ou r  m oral e f f o r t s  
o ugh t be d e vo ted  i s  d i s s o l v e d  in  the  a c id s  o f  t r a n s c i e n c e .  H ar tsho rne  
subm its  t h i s  c o n c lu s io n  by p o s ing  a dilemma:
E i t h e r  [ th e  hum an is t]  h a s  f a i t h  t h a t  the  human r a c e  w i l l  l a s t  
f o r e v e r — in  s p i t e  o f  astronom y which p r e d i c t s  th e  e v e n tu a l  u n in ­
h a b i t a b i l i t y  o f  th e  p l a n e t  ( t o  m ention  on ly  one c o n s i d e r a t i o n ) — 
o r  he looks  forw ard  to  th e  u l t i m a t e  e x t i n c t i o n  o f  mankind and 
the  com ple te  b l o t t i n g  o u t  from the  u n iv e r s e  o f  a l l  th e  v a lu e s  we 
have s t r i v e n  to  r e a l i z e .  0
A ccord ing  to  H a r ts h o rn e ,  a c c e p t in g  the  f i r s t  horn  o f  th e  dilemma opens the
hum an is t  to  the  c h a rg e  o f  o v e r - c r e d u l i t y ;  a c c e p t in g  the  second e n t a i l s
" a b s u rd "  co n seq u e n c e s .
The consequences  o f  humanism a r e  " ab su rd "  because  the  hum anis t  
p o s i t i o n  im p l ie s  t h a t  a " v a lu e "  can  p a s s  i n to  " n o th i n g n e s s . "  According 
to  H a r t s h o r n e ,  e x p e r ie n c e  r e v e a l s  t h a t  the  o n ly  v a lu e  o f  the  p a s t  which 
we can  a s c e r t a i n  i s  th e  p r e s e r v a t i o n  o f  p a s t  v a lu e s  in  th e  p r e s e n t  th rough  
memory. But what happens when a l l  v a lu e  p a s se s ?  T hat i t  must p a s s  i s  
im p l ie d  in  th e  r e c o g n i t i o n  t h a t  man— the  r e p o s i t o r y  o f  v a lu e — can d i s a p p e a r .
the  "h u m an is t"  p o s i t i o n  has  deve loped  i n  r e c e n t  d e c a d e s ,  see  Jacques  M ari-  
t a i n ,  I n t e g r a l  Humanism: Temporal and S p i r i t u a l  Problem s o f  a New C h r i s ­
tendom, t r a n s .  Joseph  W. Evans (New York: S c r ib n e r ,  1968); Jacques  M a r i ta in ,
The T w il ig h t  o f  C i v i l i z a t i o n , t r a n s .  L io n e l  Landry (New York: Sheed and
Ward, 1943);  Germino, Beyond Id e o lo g y , pp . 17-44; 214-37 ; Dante Germino, 
Modern W estern  P o l i t i c a l  Thought: M a c h ia v e l l i  to  Marx (Chicago : Rand
McNally, 1972), pp .  15-19; E r ic  V o e g e l in ,  S c ie n c e ,  P o l i t i c s ,  and G n o s t ic ism :  
Two E s s a y s , t r a n s .  W il l ia m  J .  F i t z p a t r i c k  (Chicago : Henry Regnery, 1968);
H enri  De Lubac, The Drama o f  A t h e i s t  Humanism, t r a n s .  E d i th  M. R i le y  (New 
York: Sheed and Ward, 1950; New American L ib r a r y ,  1963).
20 I b i d . , p .  12.
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When a l l  o f  l i f e  i s  in  th e  p a s t ,  what then?  What w i l l  i t  
mean th e n  t h a t  "man had a  good tim e in  h i s  day"? N a tu re  w i l l  
n o t  know i t ,  he w i l l  n o t  know i t ;  in  what s e n se  w i l l  i t  even 
be a f a c t ?  To say  t h a t  such an e v e n tu a t io n  i s  ahead o f  u s ,  
t h a t  th e  v e ry  l a s t  moment o f  th e  f u t u r e  may a f t e r  becoming 
p r e s e n t  im m ed ia te ly  p a s s  i n t o  n o th in g n e s s ,  and w i th  i t  a l l  the  
p a s t  moments o f  whose v a lu e s  i t  i s  the  c u m u la t iv e  sum and d e ­
p o s i t o r y ,  i s  to  t a l k  s h e e r  n o n se n se .  I t  means t h a t  som eth ing  
may become a b s o l u t e l y  n o th in g .  H um anis tic  n a t u r a l i s m  th u s  can 
g iv e  no i n t e l l i g i b l e  a c co u n t  o f  th e  r e l a t i o n  o f  p a s t  v a lu e s  ( o r  
o f  th e  p a s t  g e n e r a l l y )  to  t im e .^ *
H a r ts h o rn e  c o n te n d s  t h a t  th e  o n ly  h y p o th e s i s  which can make th e  r e l a t i o n ­
s h ip  betw een tim e and v a lu e  i n t e l l i g i b l e  i s  the  a t t r i b u t i o n  o f  p e r f e c t  
memory to  d i v i n i t y  where a l l  v a lu e  i s  pe rm anen tly  ensconced  in  the  d iv in e  
l i f e .  I f  our  e f f o r t s  a r e  n o t  to  p a ss  i n to  perm anent i n s i g n i f i c a n c e ,  a 
co n c ep t  o f  p e r f e c t i o n  ly in g  beyond th e  t r a n s c ie n c e  o f  human e x p e r ie n c e  i s  
r e q u i r e d .  In  H a r t s h o r n e 's  v iew , t h a t  p e r f e c t i o n  i s  on ly  a t t a i n a b l e  by a 
b e in g  who can  p r e s e r v e  th e  g e nu ine  v a lu e s  produced by f i n i t e  b e in g s  and 
e x i s t  w i th o u t  f a i l .  Th is  i s  th e  s o r t  o f  God p o s i t e d  in  th e  p ro c e s s  p h i l o ­
so p h ie s  o f  W hitehead and H a r ts h o r n e — a b e in g  who n e c e s s a r i l y  e x i s t s  and 
p r e s e r v e s  v a lu e  th ro u g h  " o b j e c t i v e  im m o r t a l i ty . "
One re sp o n se  to  the  t r a n s c i e n c e  o f  human e x i s t e n c e  i s  s t o i c a l  
a c c e p ta n c e  o f  t r a g e d y .  H a r ts h o rn e  d i s p o s e s  o f  t h i s  o p t io n ,  to  h i s  s a t i s ­
f a c t i o n ,  by n o t in g  a f a i l u r e  to  d i s t i n g u i s h  between the  f i n i t e  and th e  u l t i ­
m ate .  He c o n s id e r s  i t  an " a lm o s t  c h i l d i s h  n o t io n "  m ere ly  to  be b rav e  abou t  
th e  d i s t a n t  demise o f  mankind. He o b se rv e s  t h a t  P l a t o —who d i s t i n g u i s h e s  
betw een cou rage  and mere f o l l y —would have been amused by t h i s  s t a n c e .
For when th e  q u e s t io n  i s  how l i f e ,  on a c e r t a i n  a ssu m p tio n ,  
can be i n t e l l i g i b l y  con ce iv ed  to  have any v a lu e  w h a te v e r ,  i t  
i s  no answer to  t a l k  a b o u t  th e  p a r t i c u l a r  v a lu e  o f  c o u r a g e .22
21I b i d . ,  pp . 14-15 . 22I b i d . ,  p .  16.
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H a r t s h o r n e 's  argument does  n o t  r e l y  on a d e n ia l  o f  t r a g e d y  in  human
e x i s t e n c e ;  r a t h e r ,  i t  r e s t s  on th e  c o n v ic t io n  t h a t ,  w i th  the  a c ce p ta n c e
o f  a b s o lu t e  t r a g e d y ,  none o f  ou r  r e s p o n s e s — c o u ra g e ,  d e f i a n c e  o r  f e a r —
23would have th e  s l i g h t e s t  s i g n i f i c a n c e .  The t h e i s t ,  on the  o t h e r  hand,
can a c c e p t  t ra g e d y  and b r a v e ly  fo cu s  on " th e  b r i g h t e r  p o s s i b i l i t i e s
24s u f f i c i e n t l y  to  endure  th e  d a r k e r . "
Even i f  H a r t s h o r n e 1 s c r i t i c i s m s  o f  humanism a re  a c c e p te d ,  impor­
t a n t  q u e s t i o n s  rem ain  f o r  p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h y .  What s o r t s  o f  consequences  
f lo w  from th e  h um an is t  f a i t h ?  I s  humanism m ere ly  a d e lu s io n  o r  does i t  
p roduce  d e l e t e r i o u s  r e s u l t s ?  I s  i t  n o t  p o s s i b l e  t h a t  the  d e lu s io n  i s  p ro ­
f i t a b l e  i n s o f a r  a s  i t  makes an o th e rw is e  u n b e a ra b le  e x i s t e n c e  p a l a t a b l e  
in  some c a s e s ?
N e i th e r  H a r ts h o rn e  n o r  W hitehead a c c e p t  the  o p in io n  t h a t  " r e l i ­
g io u s "  m a t t e r s  a r e  p u r e ly  p r i v a t e  c o n c e rn s .  W hitehead i s  q u i t e  convinced  
t h a t  th e  s e a rc h  f o r  God has  a keen b e a r in g  on the  q u a l i t y  o f  c i v i l i z a t i o n  
we p o s s e s s ;  a s e n se  o f  t ra n s c e n d e n c e  i s  r e q u i r e d  to  m a in ta in  a v i t a l  
s o c i e t y .
There s ta n d s  the  in e x o r a b le  law t h a t  a p a r t  from some t r a n s ­
c e n d e n t  aim th e  c i v i l i z e d  l i f e  e i t h e r  wallows in  p l e a s u r e  
o r  r e l a p s e s  s lo w ly  i n t o  a b a r r e n  r e p e t i t i o n  w i th  waning 
i n t e n s i t i e s  o f  f e e l i n g .  (AI, p .  85)
When a c i v i l i z a t i o n  lo s e s  i t s  t r a n s c e n d e n t  aim, th e  r e s u l t  i s  d i s o r d e r
and decay .  When th e  p r e s s u r e s  o f  decay  become too  much to  b e a r ,  th e r e
i s  a t e m p ta t io n  t o  s u b s t i t u t e  demonic i n t e n s i t i e s  f o r  the  d e l i c a t e l y
woven a d ju s tm e n ts  r e q u i r e d  by p e r s u a s io n  tempered by a sense  o f  wonder.
H a r ts h o rn e  h a s  e x p re s s e d  t h i s  theme p o i n t e d l y ,  and h i s  words d e se rv e
q u o t a t io n  a t  l e n g th .
23t . . , 24_, . .I b i d .  I b i d .
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D is t in g u i s h e d  s tu d e n t s  have shown t h a t  the  decay  o f  c i v i l ­
i z a t i o n  i s  n o t  m ere ly  a t e c h n o l o g i c a l  a f f a i r ,  b u t  has  r e l i ­
g io u s  and p h i l o s o p h i c a l  e le m en ts  o f  g r e a t  im p o r ta n c e .  Man 
c a n n o t  l i v e  w i th o u t  i d e a l  aims which r e l a t e  to  h i s  endeavor 
and h i s  s u f f e r i n g  and h i s  jo y  to  som eth ing  more l a s t i n g  and 
more u n i t a r y  th a n  th e  sum o f  i n d i v i d u a l  human ach ievem en ts  
tak e n  m ere ly  a t  f a c e  v a lu e .  W ithou t such an aim , he f a l l s  i n to  
c y n ic is m  o r  d e s p a i r ,  by which th e  w i l l  t o  l i v e  i s  i n d e f i n i t e l y  
n u l l i f i e d .  The co n d u c t  o f  a f f a i r s  c a n n o t  long rem ain  in  the  
hands o f  p e rs o n s  th u s  weakened. H i s to r y  9eems so f a r  e n t i r e l y  
on th e  s id e  o f  th e  d o c t r i n e  t h a t  when th e  gods go the  h a l f - g o d s  
a r r i v e .  There i s  n e v e r  a vacuum o f  r e l i g i o u s  power . . . .  I f  
human r e a s o n  seems to  d i s c r e d i t  known r e l i g i o u s  form s, what 
en su es  i s  n o t  a so b e r  r a t i o n a l  a p p r a i s a l  o f  m ere ly  human f a c t o r s  
a c c e p te d  as  su ch . What en su es  i s  Lenin  W orship, p a r t y  w o rsh ip ,  
s t a t e  w o rs h ip ,  s e l f - w o r s h i p ,  d e s p a i r ,  s e n s u a l i t y ,  o r  some o th e r  
v a g a ry .  The p ro p e r  r e a c t i o n  to  t h i s  a p p a re n t  f a c t  i s  n o t  n e c e s ­
s a r i l y  th e  advocacy  o f  a " r e t u r n  to  r e l i g i o n , "  meaning by t h a t  
to  a  r e l i g i o n  whose d e f i c i e n c i e s  were th e  v e ry  re a s o n  why men 
o f  th e  h i g h e s t  i n t e g r i t y  and wisdom f e l t  d i s s a t i s f i e d  w i th  i t ,  
and which i s  d e e p ly  e n ta n g le d  in  v e s te d  i n t e r e s t s .  What we need 
i s  to  make a renewed a t t e m p t  to  w o rsh ip  the  o b j e c t i v e  God, n o t  
ou r  f o r e f a t h e r s 1 d o c t r i n e s  a b o u t  h im .2o
Thus, humanism, in  s e ek in g  to  e l e v a t e  man to  the  s t a t u s  o f  th e  gods ,  ends
in  the  a c t u a l  r e d u c t io n  o f  m an 's  l i f e  to  i t s  m eanest p r o p o r t i o n s .
W hitehead l i n k s  th e  f a l s e  w o rsh ip  o f  f a l s e  gods to  the  t o t a l i t a r ­
ia n  p e r v e r s io n s  o f  o u r  a g e .  He f i n d s  in  th e  N a z i ' s  a t t e m p t  to  d e s t r o y  the  
Jews a prime example o f  a w o rsh ip  which underm ines  th e  c o n d i t io n  f o r  t r u e  
w orsh ip  o r  any m ean ing fu l  form o f  l i f e .  He a s s e r t s  t h a t  the  w o r ld ,  e s p e c ­
i a l l y  Europe, i s  r e l a p s i n g  i n t o  b a rb a r i s m .  The main s e a t  f o r  the  r e l a p s e  
i s  Germany, where th e  o v e r-e m p h a s is  on th e  id e a  o f  n a t i o n a l i t y  p roduces  
th e  " i d e a l "  o f  th e  t o t a l i t a r i a n  s t a t e .  The t o t a l i t a r i a n  s t a t e  r e j e c t s  the  
demands o f  "human n a tu r e  a s  g r e a t e r  than  any s t a t e - s y s t e m "  demanding un­
q u a l i f i e d  w orsh ip  o f  the  s t a t e .
25 . . .C h a r le s  H a r ts h o rn e ,  The D iv ine  R e l a t i v i t y :  A S o c ia l  C onception
o f  God (New Haven, C o n n e c t ic u t !  Yale U n i v e r s i t y  P r e s s ,  1948), pp . 147-48.
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The Jews a r e  th e  f i r s t  example o f  t h i s  r e f u s a l  to  w orsh ip  
the  s t a t e .  But r e l i g i o n s ,  a r t s ,  and s c ie n c e s  w i l l  come n e x t ,  
u n t i l  mankind a re  reduced  to  mean l i t t l e  c r e a t u r e s  s u b s e r ­
v i e n t  to  th e  g o d - s t a t e ,  embodied i n  some god-man. The w orth
o f  l i f e  i s  a t  s t a k e .  (ESP, pp . 53-54)
The Nazi a p o th e o s i s  o f  th e  s t a t e  i s ,  a s  the  q u o t a t io n  from H a r tsh o rn e  i n ­
d i c a t e s ,  o n ly  one form o f  con tem porary  d e i f i c a t i o n .  Thus, t h e r e  i s  no 
g u a ra n te e  t h a t  th e  p a s s in g  o f  Nazism o r  any o t h e r  v a r i e t y  o f  s t a t i s m  w i l l  
p r e c lu d e  a " r e l a p s e "  i n t o  b a rb a r is m .  Thus, an im p o r ta n t  q u e s t i o n  rem ains  
to  be a d d re s s e d .  How s e r i o u s  i s  th e  "vacuum o f  r e l i g i o u s  power" in  the
modern w orld?  I s  o u r  s e n se  o f  t r a n s c e n d e n c e  so d e e p ly  submerged t h a t  we
fa c e  a " c r i s i s "  so deep t h a t  t h e r e  i s  l i t t l e  hope f o r  r e c o v e ry .
The theme o f  " c r i s i s "  i s  a m ajo r  t o p ic  in  con tem porary  p o l i t i c a l
p h i lo s o p h y ,  and th e  c r i s i s  from which we s u f f e r  i s  o f t e n  l in k e d  w ith  th e
26trium ph o f  s e c u l a r  humanism in  w e s te rn  s o c i e t y .  Whether o r  n o t  the  
l i t a n y  o f  v o ic e s  w arn ing  o f  a deepen ing  c r i s i s  in  w e s te rn  c i v i l i z a t i o n  a re  
c o r r e c t  ca n n o t  be s e t t l e d  h e r e .  Nor can  the  r e l a t i o n s h i p  betw een "human­
ism" and "decay"  p o s i t e d  in  the  w r i t i n g s  o f  H a r ts h o rn e  and o th e r s  r e c e iv e  
d e t a i l e d  c r i t i c a l  a t t e n t i o n .  N e v e r th e le s s ,  W h ite h e a d 's  s e a rc h  f o r  a r e ­
v i t a l i z e d  v i s i o n  o f  God h as  r e le v a n c e  to  con tem pora ry  d e b a te s  in  p o l i t i c a l  
t h e o r y .  The h um an is t  o p t io n  i s  n o t  the  o n ly  p o s s i b l e  approach  to  our  con­
tem porary  m a la i s e .  W h ite h ea d 's  t h e i s t i c  p h i lo s o p h y  p ro v id e s  a c h a l l e n g in g  
a l t e r n a t i v e .
In  any e v e n t ,  s e v e r a l  m ora ls  c o n c e rn in g  the  i s s u e  o f  " c r i s i s "  can  
be e l a b o r a t e d  a s  e x te n s io n s  of W h ite h e a d 's  o u t lo o k ,  w h i le  a l s o  i n d i c a t i n g
26 See, f o r  exam ples , K ar l  J a s p e r s ,  Way to  Wisdom: An I n t r o d u c t i o n
to  P h i lo s o p h y , t r a n s .  Ralph Manheim (New Haven, C o n n e c t ic u t :  Yale U n iv e r ­
s i t y  P r e s s ,  1954), p .  103; Hannah A re n d t ,  Between P a s t  and F u tu re :  E ig h t
E x e r c i s e s  in  P o l i t i c a l  T hough t, 2nd e d .  (New York: V ik in g ,  1968), p .  173;
Leo S t r a u s s ,  The C i ty  and Man (C hicago : The U n i v e r s i t y  o f  Chicago P r e s s ,
1964), p .  2.
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h i s  b ro a d e r  r e l e v a n c e  f o r  p o l i t i c a l  th e o ry  as  a w ho le .  F i r s t ,  w arn ings  
shou ld  n o t  be m is tak e n  f o r  p ro p h e c ie s  i n d i c a t i n g  an i r o n  n e c e s s i t y  f o r  
th e  outcome o f  o u r  c i v i l i z a t i o n .  W hitehead i s  n o t  a d e t e r m i n i s t ,  f a t a l i s t  
o r  h i s t o r i c i s t .
Second, the  r e j e c t i o n  o f  f a t a l i s m  im p l ie s  t h a t  the  r e c o g n i t i o n  
o f  a " c r i s i s "  in  th e  l i f e  o f  th e  West shou ld  n o t  be tak e n  as a s a n c t io n  
f o r  q u i e t i s m .  I f  we ta k e  ou r  m oral r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  s e r i o u s l y ,  we must 
b e g in  w i th  aw areness  t h a t  p o s s i b i l i t i e s  f o r  " im provem ent" a re  n o t  c lo s e d — 
no v e l  a d ju s tm e n ts  a r e  open to  an unde te rm ined  f u t u r e .  Indeed , f a t a l i s m  o f  
a l l  s t r i p e s  i s  i n c o n s i s t e n t  w i th  " w a rn in g s ."  U nless  t h e r e  a re  p o s s i b i l i ­
t i e s  f o r  f r e e  a c t i o n  d i r e c t e d  toward re n e w a l ,  r e c o g n i t i o n  o f  a s t a t e  o f  
c r i s i s  h a s  no m oral  s i g n i f i c a n c e .
T h i rd ,  t h e o r e t i c a l  i n q u i r y  su rro u n d in g  m oral i s s u e s  such as  the  
c r i s i s  o f  w e s te rn  c i v i l i z a t i o n  can  and sh o u ld  have some " p r a c t i c a l "  s i g ­
n i f i c a n c e — a p o in t  on w hich W hitehead f r e q u e n t l y  i n s i s t s .  In d eed , one 
would e x p e c t  a d i a g n o s i s  o f  our  c u r r e n t  m a la is e  to  have some t h e r a p e u t i c  
b e a r in g  on th e  body p o l i t i c ,  however i n d i r e c t .  At minimum, exposing  the  
so u rc e s  o f  ou r  an g u ish  sh o u ld  t e l l  us what to  a v o id .  We shou ld  c o n s t a n t l y  
r e c a l l ,  however, W h ite h e a d 's  a n a l y s i s  o f  th e  slow working c h a r a c t e r  o f  
i d e a l s  and a v o id  the  e x p e c t a t i o n  t h a t  a t h e o r i s t  working in  acco rdance  w ith  
W h ite h e a d 's  approach  can  y i e l d  program m atic  d e s ig n s  f o r  s o c i a l  r e n o v a t io n .
F i n a l l y ,  th e  f u n c t io n  o f  th e o ry  in  W h ite h ea d 's  approach  i s  n o t  
e x c l u s i v e l y  r e l a t e d  to  i t s  " p r a c t i c a l "  f u n c t io n  o f  f o s t e r i n g  s o c i a l  r e ­
s p o n s i b i l i t y .  The s e n se  o f  t ra n s c e n d e n c e  e x te n d s  beyond o u r  r e l a t i o n s  to  
o u r  f e l lo w  men to  i n c lu d e  ou r  d u t i e s  toward God and N a tu re .  C o n seq u en tly ,  
W h ite h e a d 's  p h i lo s o p h y  u rg e s  a s e n se  o f  th e  r e l a t i v e  i n s i g n i f i c a n c e  o f  our  
t i n y  s l i c e  o f  r e a l i t y .  F a i t h  in  th e  human s p i r i t  must be ba la n c e d  w ith  a
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c l e a r  u n d e rs t a n d in g  o f  th e  t r a n s c i e n c e  o f  th e  human o r d e r .  W hitehead , 
in  r e f e r i n g  to  th e  d e l i c a t e  i n t e r p l a y  o f  i n t e r e s t  s a t i s f a c t i o n  accom­
panying th e  i n d u s t r i a l  r e v o l u t i o n  n o te s  t h a t  " th e  s o l u t i o n  was, m ere ly  
tem porary  and so i s  th e  p l a n e t  i t s e l f "  (AI, p .  4 6 ) .  Humanism can  lead  
to  an e x a g g e ra te d  se n se  o f  im portance  a t t a c h i n g  to  hum anity  in  the  scheme 
o f  t h i n g s .  A l l  o r d e r s  p a s s ;  c i v i l i z a t i o n s  grow and decay, and t h e i r  p a s ­
sage conform s to  th e  o v e ra rc h in g  o r d e r  o f  t h i n g s .  The dem ise o f  Man 
would n o t  mark the  end o f  r e a l i t y ,  th e  end o f  e x p e r i e n c e ,  th e  end o f  
b e a u ty  no r  th e  end o f  goodness .
W hitehead b e l i e v e s  t h a t  the  m oral c o n t r i b u t i o n  o f  a t h e o r i s t  
c a n n o t  e x c l u s i v e l y  r e s t  w i th  h i s  e f f e c t i v e n e s s  in  p rom oting  m e r i to r io u s  
r e fo rm s — i f  i t  were t r u e ,  W hitehead o b s e rv e s ,  Jeremy Bentham and Auguste 
Comte would ran k  among th e  g r e a t e s t  p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h e r s  (AI, pp . 3 6 -3 8 ) .  
The t a s k  o f  th e o ry  i s  to  l i f t  ou r  s i g h t  above the  d ra m a t ic  moments o f  h i s ­
t o r y ,  in d ee d ,  above h i s t o r y  i t s e l f .  I t  i s  o n ly  by f u l f i l l i n g  i t s  t r u e  
m is s io n  t h a t  v i s i o n  can a c q u i r e  i t s  most p ro found  r e l e v a n c e  f o r  c i v i l i z a ­
t i o n .  W hitehead summarizes h i s  u n d e rs ta n d in g  o f  th e  m oral and p o l i t i c a l  
r e l e v a n c e  o f  th e  t h e o r e t i c a l  l i f e  e l e g a n t l y .
P h i lo so p h y  i s  n o t  a mere c o l l e c t i o n  o f  n o b le  s e n t im e n t s .  A 
d e lu g e  o f  such s e n t im e n ts  does  more harm than  good. P h i lo so p h y  
i s  a t  once g e n e r a l  and c o n c r e t e ,  c r i t i c a l  and a p p r e c i a t i v e  o f  
d i r e c t  i n t u i t i o n .  I t  i s  n o t —o r ,  a t  l e a s t ,  shou ld  n o t  b e — a f e r ­
o c io u s  d e b a te  betw een  i r r i t a b l e  p r o f e s s o r s .  I t  i s  a su rvey  o f  
p o s s i b i l i t i e s  and t h e i r  com parison  w i th  a c t u a l i t i e s .  In  p h i lo s o ­
phy, th e  f a c t ,  th e  t h e o r y ,  th e  a l t e r n a t i v e s ,  and th e  i d e a l  a re  
weighed t o g e t h e r .  I t s  g i f t s  a re  i n s i g h t  and f o r e s i g h t ,  and a 
se n se  o f  th e  w orth  o f  l i f e ,  in  s h o r t ,  t h a t  sen se  o f  im portance  
which n e rv e s  a l l  c i v i l i z e d  e f f o r t .  Mankind can f l o u r i s h  in  the  
lower s t a g e s  o f  l i f e  w i th  m ere ly  b a r b a r i c  f l a s h e s  o f  th o u g h t .
But when c i v i l i z a t i o n  c u lm in a te s ,  th e  abscence  o f  a c o o r d i n a t i n g  
p h i lo s o p h y  o f  l i f e ,  s p re a d  th rough  th e  community, s p e l l s  d e c a ­
d ence , boredom, and th e  s la c k e n in g  o f  e f f o r t  . . . .
Mankind i s  now in  one o f  i t s  r a r e  moods o f  s h i f t i n g  i t s  o u t ­
lo o k .  The mere com puls ion  o f  t r a d i t i o n  h a s  l o s t  i t s  f o r c e .
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I t  i s  o u r  b u s in e s s — p h i lo s o p h e r s ,  s t u d e n t s ,  and p r a c t i c a l  
Men— to  r e - c r e a t e  and r e e n a c t  a v i s i o n  o f  r e v e r e n c e  and 
o r d e r  w i th o u t  which s o c i e t y  l a p s e s  i n t o  r i o t ,  and p e n e t r a t e d  
th rough  and th rough  w i th  u n f l i n c h in g  r a t i o n a l i t y .  Such a  v i s i o n  
i s  th e  knowledge which P l a t o  i d e n t i f i e d  w ith  v i r t u e .  Epochs 
f o r  w hich , w i t h in  th e  l i m i t s  o f  t h e i r  deve lopm ent, t h i s  v i s i o n  
has  been  w idesp read  a re  th e  epochs u n fa d in g  i n  th e  memory o f  
mankind. (AI, p .  98)
C o n e lu s io n s
The p r e s e n t  s tu d y  was n o t  in te n d e d  p r i m a r i l y  as an e v a l u a t i v e  s tu d y  
o f  W h ite h e a d 's  p h i lo s o p h y .  However, i f  th e  c e n t r a l  t h e s i s  o f  the  s tu d y  i s  
c o r r e c t  and W hitehead p r o p e r ly  can be l o c a t e d  w i t h i n  the  t r a d i t i o n  o f  
c l a s s i c a l  p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h y ,  some o f  th e  b a s ic  c o n d i t i o n s  a r e  s e t  f o r  
an e v a lu a t i o n  o f  h i s  work. An e s t i m a t i o n  w i l l  need to  a d d re s s  t h r e e  qu es ­
t i o n s :  1) What a re  th e  m e r i t s  and sho r tcom ings  o f  the  c l a s s i c a l  t r a d i ­
t io n ?  2) Has W hitehead f o s t e r e d  t h i s  t r a d i t i o n ?  and 3) Has he ex ten d ed  
i t ?
The c l a s s i c a l  t r a d i t i o n  has  b o th  e lo q u e n t  d e t r a c t o r s  and d e f e n d e r s .  
The d e b a te  ove r  i t s  m e r i t s ,  b o th  in  and o u t s i d e  th e  d i s c i p l i n e  o f  p o l i ­
t i c a l  s c i e n c e ,  c o n t in u e s .  S i m i l a r l y ,  W h ite h ea d 's  ran k  as a p h i lo s o p h e r  i s  
w id e ly  c o n t e s t e d .  I  do n o t  h e s i t a t e  to  e x p re s s  my love  f o r  th e  c l a s s i c a l  
t r a d i t i o n  and my a d m ira t io n  f o r  W h ite h e a d 's  m a g n i f ic e n t  s y n t h e s i s .  But to  
a rg u e  th e s e  p r e d i l e c t i o n s  a g a i n s t  th e  o b j e c t io n s  o f  a l l  th e  d e t r a c t o r s  o f  
W hitehead a n d /o r  th e  c l a s s i c a l  f a i t h  would r e q u i r e  a s e p a r a t e  work. For 
th o se  who do n o t  s h a re  my e n th u s ia sm s ,  the  p r e s e n t  s tu d y  sh o u ld  a t  l e a s t  
a f f o r d  th e  o p p o r tu n i ty  to  make t h e i r  r e s e r v a t i o n s  e x p l i c i t .  As Sheldon 
Wolin n o te s  in  r e g a r d  to  p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h y :
In  many i n t e l l e c t u a l  c i r c l e s  today  t h e r e  e x i s t s  a marked 
h o s t i l i t y  to w a rd s ,  and even con tem pt f o r ,  p o l i t i c a l  p h i l o ­
sophy in  i t s  t r a d i t i o n a l  form. My hope i s  t h a t  t h i s  volume, 
i f  i t  does n o t  g iv e  pause  to  th o se  who a re  e a g e r  to  j e t t i s o n  
what rem ains  o f  the  t r a d i t i o n  o f  p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h y ,  may
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a t  l e a s t  succeed  in  making c l e a r  what i t  i s  we s h a l l  have 
d i s c a r d e d
But p e rh a p s  t h e r e  a r e  th o se  who do n o t  seek  to  j e t t i s o n  th e  c l a s s i c a l  
t r a d i t i o n  and who g r a n t  W h ite h ea c ' s s t a t u s  as  an im p o r ta n t  f i g u r e  in  th e  
t r a d i t i o n .  For t h e s e  k in d re d  s o u l s ,  the  t h i r d  q u e s t io n  rem ains  open: How
has W hitehead ex tended  th e  t r a d i t i o n ?
Two i n i t i a l  p o i n t s  a r e  in  o r d e r .  F i r s t ,  i f  W hitehead t r u l y  r e ­
p r e s e n t s  the  t r a d i t i o n ,  he  e x te n d s  i t .  S ince  th e  c l a s s i c a l  t r a d i t i o n  i s  
a q u e s t  f o r  v i s i o n ,  t h e r e  i s  no h i s t o r i c a l  t e r m in a l  p o i n t  f o r  the  s e a r c h .
We a re  n e v e r  e n t i t l e d  to  say :  " I t  i s  o v e r ;  l e t  u s  a l l  go home and cease
w i th  t h i s  s e a r c h in g .  The t r u t h  i s  o u rs  a t  l a s t . "  Each c o n c r e te  embodiment 
o f  th e  p h i l o s o p h i c a l  q u e s t  expands th e  h o r iz o n s  o f  o u r  s e a rc h  f o r  our  human­
i t y .  Second, th e  "wisdom" conveyed th rough  a p h i l o s o p h i c a l  i n q u i r y  i s  
n o t  a perm anent p o s s e s s io n  o f  mankind. P h i lo s o p h i c a l  t r u t h  can  be f o r ­
g o t t e n .  I f  W hitehead i s  c o r r e c t ,  o u rs  i s  an age t h a t  a l l  too  o f t e n  l a p s e s  
i n t o  " th e  f a l l a c y  o f  dogm atic  f i n a l i t y . "  The c a l l  to  r e s t o r e  the  s p i r i t  of  
openness  and i n q u i r i n g  wonder i s  a v a lu a b le  e x te n s io n  o f  the  c l a s s i c a l  
s p i r i t .
Beyond th e s e  i n i t i a l  c o n s i d e r a t i o n s ,  I  would s u g g e s t  t h a t  W hite­
h e a d 's  a t t e m p t  t o  " r e - e n a c t  a v i s i o n  o f  r e v e re n c e  and o r d e r "  (AI, p .  98) 
h as  s p e c i a l  r e l e v a n c e  f o r  "modern" man. W h ite h e a d 's  work s ta n d s  a s  a 
un iq u e  c h a l l e n g e  to  what Leo S t r a u s s  c a l l s  " th e  modern p r o j e c t . "
A ccord ing  to  th e  modern p r o j e c t ,  p h i lo so p h y  o r  s c ie n c e  was 
no lo n g e r  to  be u n d e rs to o d  as  e s s e n t i a l l y  c o n te m p la t iv e  and 
p roud  b u t  a s  a c t i v e  and c h a r i t a b l e ;  i t  was to  be in  the  s e r ­
v i c e  o f  th e  r e l i e f  o f  m an 's  e s t a t e ;  i t  was to  be c u l t i v a t e d  
f o r  the  sake  o f  human power; i t  was to  e n a b le  man to  become 
the  m a s te r  and owner o f  n a tu r e  th rough  the  i n t e l l e c t u a l
26 Sheldon W olin, P o l i t i c s  and V is io n :  C o n t in u i ty  and In n o v a t io n
in  W estern  P o l i t i c a l  Thought ( B o s t o n : L i t t l e ,  B r o w n , 1960), p .  v.
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*  *  27 c o n q u e s t  o f  n a t u r e .
The r e v e r b e r a t i o n s  o f  t h i s  s h a t t e r i n g  c o n c e p t io n  o f  r e a s o n  in  human 
l i f e  ex tended  w e l l  beyond i t s  i n i t i a l  sounding  by th in k e r s  such as 
Bacon, D e s c a r te s  and Marx. The id e a  t h a t  knowledge i s  power has  b e ­
come a dynamic f o r c e  i n  ou r  F a u s t i a n  c u l t u r e .  The r e s u l t s  have n o t  
been  a l l  bad , o f  c o u r s e .  Man's e s t a t e  has  been r e l i e v e d  in  many 
r e s p e c t s .  N e v e r th e le s s ,  th e  m ass ive  d i s l o c a t i o n s  and b a r b a r i c  h o r r o r s  
o f  t h i s  c e n tu r y  b e a r  poor w i tn e s s  to  the  f a i t h  t h a t  th e  p e r f e c t i o n  
o f  te c h n iq u e  n e c e s s a r i l y  l e a d s  to  th e  e l e v a t i o n  o f  man. In d eed , t h e r e  
i s  r e a s o n  to  f e a r  t h a t  th e  u n b r id l e d  f a i t h  in  th e  t e c h n i c a l  s o t e r i o l o g y  
w i l l  le a d  to  th e  d e s o l a t i o n  o f  th e  human s p i r i t .  J a cq u e s  E l l u l  has  
e x p lo re d  th e  r a m i f i c a t i o n s  o f  th e  view t h a t  " p o l i t i c s "  in v o lv e s  a 
s e r i e s  o f  "p rob lem s"  to  be " s o lv e d "  th ro u g h  t e c h n i c a l  means. He 
c a l l s  t h i s  frame o f  mind " th e  p o l i t i c a l  i l l u s i o n . "  The r e a l i t y  we 
e x p e r ie n c e  i s  n o t  a s e t  o f  "p rob lem s"  t o  be worked o v e r  by th e  t e c h ­
n i c i a n  and molded to  f i t  h i s  s p e c i f i c a t i o n s .  R e a l i t y  i s  an a re n a  
where men a c t  in  freedom and love  t o  f in d  and p r e s e r v e  th e  b e s t  o r d e r  
a t t a i n a b l e  f o r  f i n i t e  b e in g s  unde r  r e s t r i c t e d  c i r c u m s ta n c e s .  To 
th e  e x t e n t  t h a t  we view  o u r s e l v e s  as  o b j e c t s  to  be m a n ip u la te d  to  some 
p re c o n c e iv e d  end , we v i o l a t e  ou r  freedom  and o u r  h um an ity .  The outcome 
o f  th e  t e c h n i c i a n s  dream i s  p o r t r a y e d  by E l l u l  in  d e c id e d ly  b le a k  te rm s .
The f u t u r e  i s  c l e a r  enough under  such c o n d i t i o n s .  More 
o r  l e s s  q u i c k ly ,  th e  p o l i t i c a l  i l l u s i o n ,  which i s  t r a n s i ­
t o r y  in  n a t u r e ,  w i l l  d i s s o l v e  i n t o  a s h e s ,  and what w i l l
27 S t r a u s s ,  C i ty  and Man. pp . 3 -4 .
168
be l e f t  w i l l  be an o r g a n i z a t i o n  o f  o b j e c t s  run  by
o b j e c t s . 28
Of c o u r s e ,  i f  E l l u l ' s  f a i t h  in  th e  power and d i g n i t y  o f  human freedom  i s  
j u s t i f i e d ,  such an outcome i s  by no means n e c e s s a r y .  But th e  p o l i t i c a l  
i s s u e  i s  c l e a r  enough. I s  th e  i d e a  t h a t  "knowledge i s  power" an id e a  we 
can  l i v e  w i th ,  as  opposed to  an id e a  we can a c t  upon? What good i s  a l l  
th e  know-how in  th e  w orld  i f  we la c k  th e  know-why? I f  we a r e  n o t  to  
m ere ly  t r u s t  th e  wisdom o f  ou r  e x p e r t s ,  a r e t u r n  to  th e  s e a rc h  f o r  wisdom 
i s  r e q u i r e d ,  and t h a t  s e a rc h  in v o lv e s  th e  s e a rc h  f o r  knowledge o f  the  
Good. In d ee d ,  i f  knowledge i s  n o t  knowledge o f  th e  Good and th e  R ig h t ,  
knowledge can  g iv e  no a c co u n t  o f  why i t  i s  w orth  h a v in g .  I n s o f a r  as  
W h ite h ea d 's  lo v in g  s e a rc h  i s  a s e a rc h  f o r  wisdom, h i s  work p r o v id e s  an 
im p o r ta n t  c o u n te r p o in t  to  th e  p r e v a i l i n g  t e c h n i c a l  r a t i o n a l i t y .
More i m p o r ta n t ly ,  W hitehead seeks  to  t r a c e  ou r  c u l t u r a l  a f f i n i t y  
f o r  i n s t r u m e n ta l  r a t i o n a l i t y  to  i t s  r o o t s ,  an a t t e m p t  w i th  d e c id e d  im­
p o r ta n c e  f o r  u n d e rs ta n d in g  o u r  con tem pora ry  c u l t u r a l  m a l a i s e .  The " a b ­
sence  o f  a c o o rd in a te d  p h i lo s o p h y  o f  l i f e "  (AI, p .  98} i s  t r a c e d ,  in  
W h ite h e a d 's  w r i t i n g s ,  to  a h ig h ly  c o o r d in a te d  p i c t u r e  o f  r e a l i t y :  mech­
a n i s t  m a t e r i a l i s m .  I f  W hitehead i s  c o r r e c t ,  th e  m e c h a n iz a t io n  o f  r e a l i t y  
has  been a dom inant fo rc e  in  t h e  p sy c h ic  l i f e  o f  w e s te rn  man f o r  some fo u r  
c e n t u r i e s .  The n e t  r e s u l t  o f  t h e  m ec h a n ic a l  v i s i o n  i s  to  remove man as 
an a c t o r  in  th e  drama o f  e x i s t e n c e .  Man i s  no more th an  an epiphenom enal
28Ja cq u e s  E l l u l ,  The P o l i t i c a l  I l l u s i o n , t r a n s . Konrad K e l le n  (New 
York: Knopf, 1967; V in ta g e ,  1972), p .  238. See a l s o  Ja cq u e s  E l l u l ,  The
T e c h n o lo g ic a l  S o c i e t y , t r a n s .  John W ilk inson  (New York: Knopf, 1964; V in-  
t a g e , 1964); Jacq u es  E1 l u 1, Propaganda: The Form ation  o f  M en's A t t i t u d e s , 
t r a n s .  Konrad K e l le n  and Je an  L e rn e r  (New York: Knopf, 1965; V in ta g e ,  1968)
Ja cq u e s  E l l u l ,  The P o l i t i c s  o f  God and the  P o l i t i c s  o f  Man, t r a n s .  and e d . 
G e o f fre y  W. B rom iley  (Grand R ap id s ,  M ich igan : Eerdm ans, 1972) .
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p ro d u c t  o f  im p erso n a l  f o r c e s  o v e r  which he h as  no c o n t r o l .  N e v e r th e ­
l e s s ,  th e  a b d ic a t i o n  o f  c o n t r o l  was o n ly  p a r t i a l ;  th e  machine c o u ld  
be commanded i f  she were obeyed .
T h is  c e n tu r y  has  seen  th e  s c i e n t i f i c  demise o f  th e  Newtonian 
cosmology, b u t  we have n o t  w i tn e s s e d  an end to  what Floyd Matson 
d e s c r i b e s  as  " th e  m e c h a n iz a t io n  o f  m an."  What c o u ld  be termed p o l i t i ­
c a l  Newtonism i s  a l i v e  and w e l l —e s p e c i a l l y  among our  s o c i a l  s c i e n t i s t s .  
The p o l i t i c a l  e le m e n t— th e  d e s i r e  to  m a n ip u la te  and c o n t r o l —was q u i t e  
amenable to  th e  Newtonian v i s i o n .  As Matson o b se rv e s ,
th e  p o l i t i c a l  s i g n i f i c a n c e  o f  th e  S a in t-S im o n ia n s  . . . was
t h e i r  z e a lo u s  e f f o r t  t o  a p p ly  th e  Newtonian p r i n c i p l e
to  th e  s tu d y  o f  s o c i e t y  w ho lly  made o v e r  in  th e  image o f  the  
new m ech an ic s— t e c h n i c a l l y  r a t i o n a l i z e d  in  e v e ry  d e t a i l ,  p r e ­
d i c t a b l e  in  e v e ry  a c t i v i t y ,  and hence  b ro u g h t  unde r  t o t a l  
s c i e n t i f i c  management.29
P o l i t i c a l  Newtonism need n o t  be based  on th e  e s c h a t o l o g i c a l  f a i t h  and 
c o g n i t i v e  a s s u r a n c e  o f  the  S a in t-S im o n ia n s  in  o r d e r  to  rem ain  a pow erfu l  
f o r c e .  I t  can  be based  on n o th in g  more th an  a p e r c e p t i v e  l u s t  f o r  power 
accom panied by a "human" o b j e c t ' s  i n a b i l i t y  o r  u n w i l l i n g n e s s  to  r e s i s t .
But th e  c o l l a p s e  o f  th e  Newtonian cosmology as  a parad igm  o f  s c i e n t i f i c
u n d e rs ta n d in g  u n d e rc u ts  th e  c o g n i t i v e  c la im s  which once seemed u n a s s a i l ­
a b l e .  There i s  no re a s o n  to  a c c e p t  o n e ' s  e l e v a t i o n  to  o b je c th o o d .
But th e  c o l l a p s e  o t  an image o f  man commonly s h a re d — no m a t te r  how 
s p i r i t u a l l y  demeaning— i s  no cue to  r e j o i c e .  One p o s s i b l e  (and q u i t e  
n o t i c e a b l e )  r e a c t i o n  (n o t  r e s p o n s e )  i s  to  l a p s e  i n t o  a g g r e s s iv e  n i h i l i s m  
- - n o t  o n ly  to  d i s b e l i e v e  in  th e  g r e a t  machine b u t  t o  r e j e c t  a l l .  The
29 Floyd M atson, The Broken Image: Man, S c ien ce  and S o c ie ty
(New York: B r a z i l l e r ,  1964), p .  33.
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cacaphonous c re s c e n d o  o f  th e  n i h i l i s t s '  w a l tz  and the  t e c h n i c i a n s '
c o n c e r to  a r e  th e  d o m in a tin g  sounds o f  ou r  epoch . In  a m i l i e u  o f
t h i s  s o r t  o f  a  " v i s i o n  o f  r e v e r e n c e  and o r d e r "  i s  n o t  a lu x u ry  b u t  a
c o n d i t i o n  f o r  s a n i t y .  W h ite h e a d 's  v i s i o n  o f  r e a l i t y  may n o t  become
w idesp read  in  t h i s  epoch , b u t  in  t h e  q u i e t  c o r n e r s  o f  s o l i t u d e  i t  may
p ro v id e  s h e l t e r  from th e  epoch .
For I  reckon  t h a t  t h e  s u f f e r i n g s  o f  t h i s  p r e s e n t  t im e a re  
n o t  w orthy  to  be compared w i th  th e  g l o r y  which s h a l l  be 
r e v e a le d  i n  u s . 30
30Rom. 9 :1 8 .
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